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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
February 4, 2016.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ALEXANDER
X. MOONEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

—————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

We give You thanks, O merciful God,
for giving us another day.

There have been many prayers this
day rising to You from those engaged
in the political discourse of this Na-
tion. We give You thanks for those who
were able to gather at the National
Prayer Breakfast and those across this
land who joined their prayer intentions
with the many who attended.

Bless the Members of this people’s
House now as they gather to do the leg-
islative work they are called to do.
May their prayers this day be authen-
tic and heard by You, the living God.

May their work be fruitful and bene-
ficial to those whom You favor—the
poor—and may all they do be done in
humility and charity, knowing that we
are all earthen vessels through whom
Your spirit might shine forth.

And, finally, may all that is done
this day be for Your greater honor and
glory.

Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
STEFANIK) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. STEFANIK led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to five requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

——————

HONORING EDWARD ROBB “TED”
BARRETT

(Mr. KATKO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
pay tribute to the life of Edward Robb
“Ted” Barrett.

Ted was born on September 14, 1991,
and passed away on January 30, 2016—
far, far too early. Ted was a loving son,
a brother to six, and a loyal friend to
countless more in our community. Ted
had a unique ability to light up any
room he entered. His lighthearted, joy-
ful spirit uplifted everyone he met.

A graduate of Christian Brothers
Academy in Syracuse, of Deerfield
Academy in Massachusetts, and of
Hamilton College, Ted thrived as an
athlete and always looked for ways to
give back to those less fortunate. He
had a passion and a deep admiration
for America’s heroes and valued Team

Red, White, and Blue’s great work in
enriching the lives of veterans in need.

I had the great privilege of knowing
Ted personally and was inspired by his
kindness, his humor, and his love for
his family and country. Ted will al-
ways be remembered as an honorable
young man who touched many lives,
having a lasting positive impact on all
who knew and loved him.

May his name forever be remembered
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and in
the great United States of America.

———————

AMERICAN HEROES COLA ACT

(Mr. RUIZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge
the swift consideration of H.R. 677, the
American Heroes COLA Act.

This bill includes two of my bills,
H.R. 2691, the Veterans’ Survivors
Claims Processing Automation Act,
and H.R. 732, the Veterans Access to
Speedy Review Act.

The claims and appeals backlog that
is plaguing veterans in my district and
across the Nation is unacceptable. The
Veterans’ Survivors Claims Processing
Automation Act will allow veterans’
surviving families to mourn their loss
and grieve without unnecessary bu-
reaucratic steps in the benefit claims
process.

The Veterans Access to Speedy Re-
view Act will allow veterans to volun-
tarily use video conferencing tech-
nology to accelerate the appeals proc-
ess. Veterans and their families deserve
to have their claims reviewed and to
receive the benefits that they have
earned and deserve in a timely and effi-
cient manner.

I came to Washington to fight for
pragmatic solutions to meet our Na-
tion’s most pressing needs. These two
bills are pragmatic solutions for our
veterans.
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Mr. Speaker, join me in honoring our
veterans by bringing this legislation to
a vote.

———

INVASIVE SPECIES SUMMIT

(Ms. STEFANIK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, from
Lake George to the Saint Lawrence
Seaway to the pristine waters of Lake
Champlain and all of the beautiful
mountains and maple trees that run
between, my district is home to many
ecological treasures.

Many of these natural wonders have
fallen under siege to invasive species
that threaten the health and beauty of
these natural habitats. Our environ-
ment is our lifeblood in upstate New
York, and we must protect it from
these predators so as to boost our econ-
omy and ensure we protect our envi-
ronment for future generations.

This Friday, I will be proud to join
with stakeholders, who have been
working tirelessly on this issue across
my district and across New York State,
at an Invasive Species Summit in Clay-
ton, New York. Together, we will ex-
plore best practices and information
sharing as well as to work on innova-
tive new solutions to stop this epi-
demic.

By working together at the Federal,
State, and local levels, I know we can
preserve our natural treasures for gen-
erations to come.

———————

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF VERNON J. ALSTON, UNITED
STATES CAPITOL POLICE OFFI-
CER

(Mr. CARNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the life of Vernon J. Alston, a
U.S. Capitol Police Officer for 20 years
and a constituent of mine from Dela-
ware. Sadly, Mr. Alston left us far too
soon, at the age of 44.

Vernon Alston came from a military
family and, from a young age, was
drawn to the service of our country. In
1991, he joined the U.S. Army Reserve,
and, in 1996, he began working as a
Capitol Police Officer. He spent the
rest of his life protecting the Capitol
and those who work here. Mr. Alston
commuted each day from Magnolia,
Delaware.

I speak for every one of my col-
leagues and staff who walk through
these doors each day when I say to Mr.
Alston, ‘“Thank you.” Vernon Alston
put his life on the line for us, and we
owe him a debt of gratitude.

Our hearts and prayers go out to Mr.
Alston’s wife, Nicole, and his five chil-
dren. Mr. Alston’s neighbors in Dela-
ware and his family here on Capitol
Hill share in their grief. Vernon Alston
leaves a legacy of service to country
that serves as an inspiration to us all.
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HONORING THE MEMORY OF JIM
TRULL

(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to honor the life of a respected con-
stituent of mine whom I was proud to
have called a dear friend.

James Trull was the kind of leader
who could be depended on to bring peo-
ple together and advance solutions on
behalf of their communities. He was
passionate about water issues. It was
his life’s work. He served as the dis-
trict manager of the Sunnyside Valley
Irrigation District for 34 years. He un-
derstood the complicated western
water law like no one else. Jim was a
valued leader in our community. He
was kind and was loved by those who
knew him.

While Jim will be missed by many,
we can honor his legacy by striving to
follow the kind of leadership he em-
bodied in his life.

As we remember Jim, the passage
from the Prophet Isaiah comes to
mind: “For I will pour water upon him
that is thirsty and floods upon the dry
ground . . .”

I ask my colleagues to join me in re-
membering my friend, Jim Trull.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE OF PHIL
NEIGHBORS

(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to honor the life of Phil Neighbors.

Phil was a pillar in the San Angelo
community, and I had the pleasure of
working with him frequently over the
last 10 years. Phil dedicated his life to
three things: to God, to his family, and
to his community.

He and his wife, Susan, had two chil-
dren together and four grandchildren.
It was not uncommon for Phil to run
straight to a city event from his
grandsons’ ball games. He always made
time for both his family and the city of
San Angelo.

A graduate of Angelo State Univer-
sity, he led the San Angelo Chamber of
Commerce for the last 10 years. He was
the bridge between the Goodfellow Air
Force Base and the San Angelo com-
munity, helping to create a strong and
lasting bond. He loved our military and
was always willing to support our mili-
tary in any way that he could.

As a deacon in the Baptist church,
Phil led the church’s college program
and many mission trips to Mexico. He
was a selfless servant, a trait that ex-
tended beyond the city’s, State’s, and
country’s borders.

We lost Phil far too soon, just days
after his 64th birthday. San Angelo lost
a truly great leader yesterday. Please
join me in remembering the extraor-
dinary life of my friend, Phil Neigh-
bors.
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COMBATING THE DRUG EPIDEMIC
IN JEFFERSON COUNTY, WEST
VIRGINIA

(Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, last month, I received notice
from Michael Botticelli, the Director
of the Office of National Drug Control
Policy, that, after a year of hard work
from Federal, State, and local officials,
Jefferson County, West Virginia, was
designated as a High Intensity Drug
Trafficking Area. This designation will
bring critical resources to Jefferson
County to combat the drug epidemic
that is ravaging our communities and
way of life.

I would like to thank a few people for
helping secure this designation:

Tom Carr, the executive director of
the Washington-Baltimore HIDTA Bu-
reau. Tom was Kind enough to even go
down to Romney, West Virginia, to
participate in a roundtable discussion I
led with local officials.

Jefferson County Sheriff Pete Dough-
erty, who leads Jefferson County law
enforcement in combating drug traf-
ficking every day and who worked hard
on this HIDTA application.

U.S. Attorney Bill Ihlenfeld, who
prosecutes dangerous drug dealers and
who also gave his invaluable input to
the HIDTA application.

I thank the entire West Virginia del-
egation for helping to lock in this des-
ignation: Senators CAPITO and MANCHIN
and my colleagues Congressmen
MCKINLEY and JENKINS.

Every American needs to do his part
to fight back against the drug addic-
tions that are plaguing our country.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NEWHOUSE) laid before the House the
following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 4, 2016.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
February 4, 2016 at 9:06 a.m.:

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 907.

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 3033.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.
——
FINANCIAL INSTITUTION CUS-

TOMER PROTECTION ACT OF 2015

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
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which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to submit extraneous mate-
rials on the bill, H.R. 766, to provide re-
quirements for the appropriate Federal
banking agencies when requesting or
ordering a depository institution to
terminate a specific customer account,
to provide for additional requirements
related to subpoenas issued under the
Financial Institutions Reform, Recov-
ery, and Enforcement Act of 1989, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 595 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 766.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.

J 1013
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 766) to
provide requirements for the appro-
priate Federal banking agencies when
requesting or ordering a depository in-
stitution to terminate a specific cus-
tomer account, to provide for addi-
tional requirements related to sub-
poenas issued under the Financial In-
stitutions Reform, Recovery, and En-
forcement Act of 1989, and for other
purposes, with Mr. MOONEY of West
Virginia in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
LUETKEMEYER) and the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

O 1015

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I am proud to offer H.R. 766, Mr.
Chairman. It is a bipartisan piece of
legislation that provides transparency
and accountability among Federal
banking regulators and the Depart-
ment of Justice.

This legislation comes in response to
the abuse of authority by DOJ, FDIC,
and other banking agencies under the
action called Operation Choke Point,
an initiative which seeks to deny le-
gally operating businesses the finan-
cial services they need to operate and
survive.

The notion that Operation Choke
Point is limited to payday lenders or
the banks serving them is far from the
truth. This initiative has spread across
many industries, including tobacco
shops, gun manufacturers and dealers,
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pawnbrokers, even a coal mine and an
auto dealer. Even attorneys and data
companies that serve these industries
have been impacted.

While regulators will tell you this ac-
tivity has stopped, Operation Choke
Point remains a very live issue. For
more than a year, I have asked Ameri-
cans impacted by this initiative to sub-
mit their story at our email address of
chokepointstory@mail.house.gov.

Just this week I heard from a payday
lender in Missouri who recently re-
ceived account termination notices
from his financial institution. Gregory
Bone, whose businesses have served
borrowers in Branson, Pineville, and
Neosho, has operated since 1998 and is
registered with both the State of Mis-
souri and the U.S. Treasury Depart-
ment. On January 21st, there is a simi-
lar story from a credit bureau in Cali-
fornia and, before that, a tobacco shop
in Florida.

The underlying problem here cannot
be overstated. The Federal Government
should not be able to intimidate finan-
cial institutions into dropping entire
sectors of the economy as customers
based not on wrongdoing, but purely on
personal and political motivations and
without due process.

We have the internal DOJ and the
FDIC memos that prove these motives
that are driving Operation Choke
Point. The Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform did a fantastic
job of putting together two reports
that take the different agencies’ own
emails and show what is actually going
on and the motivation for those ac-
tions.

This program sets a dangerous prece-
dent that shouldn’t be permitted under
any administration. William Isaac, the
former chairman of the FDIC, ap-
pointed to the board by President Car-
ter and named chairman by President
Reagan, stated in committee that Op-
eration Choke Point is the most dan-
gerous government program he has
seen in his 45-year career as a banker,
a bank consultant, and as a regulator.

H.R. 766 offers a straightforward ap-
proach to a complicated problem.
First, it dictates that banking regu-
lators cannot suggest, request, or order
an institution to terminate a banking
relationship unless the regulator has a
material reason beyond reputational
risk.

The bill also strikes the word ‘‘affect-
ing” in FIRREA and replaces it with
“by”’ or ‘‘against.” This modest change
will help ensure that broad interpreta-
tions of the law are limited and that
the intent of the statute, penalizing
fraud against or by financial institu-
tions, is restored.

It is essential that DOJ and financial
regulators maintain the ability to pur-
sue bad actors, and I fully support
these efforts. This is something they
must continue to do. But the checks
and balances in this legislation would
ensure accountability and would not
hinder the ability to pursue those sus-
pected of fraudulent activity.
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The provisions contained in H.R. 766
are reasonable. In fact, the FDIC used
its authority to already put them in
place. Agency policy now requires staff
to track and document account termi-
nation orders, which must be made in
writing and cannot rely on
reputational risk. The willingness of
the FDIC to put these standards into
place tells other regulators that they
can and should follow suit.

I am proud the House is working in a
bipartisan fashion to address this issue,
including the passage of limitation
amendments by voice votes in the 113th
and 114th Congresses.

Republicans and Democrats alike
have talked to regulators about the
dangers of such a program. Many of my
friends on the other side of the aisle
have expressed their concerns to me
privately as well. This bipartisan legis-
lation takes a responsible approach to
curbing the malpractice we have seen.

I want to take this opportunity to
thank Chairman HENSARLING for his
outstanding support as we have gone
through this 2% year process.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
766.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman and Members, if you
listen carefully to my colleague on the
opposite side of the aisle, Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER, you would think that the major
point of this bill is the Choke Point
controversy.

Considerable time was spent by my
colleague on the opposite side of the
aisle talking about Choke Point. Well,
I do not want that discussion to ob-
scure the real problem with this very
bad legislation.

H.R. 766 eliminates core provisions of
the Financial Institutions Reform, Re-
covery, and Enforcement Act, or
FIRREA, that the Justice Department
has used to investigate and prosecute
bank fraud. This is what this discus-
sion should be about: bank fraud.

FIRREA has proven to be the Justice
Department’s most effective tool for
holding Wall Street accountable. We
hear a lot of talk about Wall Street.
We went through 2008 and the subprime
meltdown, the bailout, and all of that.

Most of the Members on both sides of
the aisle agree that we had to rein in
the practices of Wall Street. Here we
have a bill today that would basically
protect them and take away the very
tool that is used in order to make them
accountable.

After using FIRREA to secure his-
toric settlements against Wall Street,
including a $7 Dbillion settlement
against Citibank, a $5 billion settle-
ment against Goldman Sachs, a $13 bil-
lion settlement against JPMorgan
Chase, and a historic $16 billion settle-
ment against Bank of America, now
H.R. 766 seeks to stifle the Justice De-
partment’s investigative powers over
financial fraud. In fact, there are still
ongoing settlement negotiations with
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banks like Wells Fargo and Goldman
Sachs that were announced just this
week.

Without investigatory powers and an
extended statute of limitations granted
to the Justice Department by FIRREA,
it would be impossible for us to iden-
tify and rectify the fraudulent activity
that set us up for a crisis 10 years ago.

Apparently, H.R. 766 supporters be-
lieve that actually holding banks ac-
countable for fraud was too much of a
burden for them, replacing our system
of too big to jail with one where our
biggest banks are now too frail to fine.

H.R. 766 also invites the next crisis
by imposing burdensome require-
ments—listen to this—imposing bur-
densome requirements on the Justice
Department’s ability to investigate
bank fraud, allowing fraud schemes to
continue at the expense of consumers
and the financial system.

The Justice Department’s ability to
identify and rout out fraud would be
critical in averting future crises, and
H.R. 766 would be a free pass to banks
that make their money by breaking
the law.

That would include banks like Plaza,
Commerce West, and Four Oaks, all of
which knowingly aided fraudsters, de-
spite the many red flags raised by their
financial activities.

At Commerce West in particular, the
bank admitted fraud for failing to file
suspicious activity reports with regu-
lators even after the bank’s own em-
ployees determined that one of their
customers was routinely submitting
fraudulent checks to the bank.

According to the Justice Depart-
ment’s complaint, the bank also failed
to heed the warning of other banks
that pointed out to Commerce West
that some of their customers were
fraudulent businesses.

Furthermore, H.R. 766’s account clo-
sure provisions are a solution in search
of a problem as regulators are now
forcing financial institutions to close
customer accounts.

Every Federal banking regulator has
been clear, except for rare cases involv-
ing national security or systemic risks.
The responsibility for closing accounts
is a decision for financial institutions.

Some financial institutions are sim-
ply deciding that they would rather
lose a customer than invest in the re-
sources needed to ensure that our fi-
nancial system is not being used for
money laundering or other criminal ac-
tivity.

In order to protect our economy from
the next financial crisis, regulators
have to have the necessary tools to
prevent fraud and protect consumers.

Americans are still reeling from the
effects of the financial crisis. We
should be in the business of seeking
ways to continue to hold banks more
accountable for their misconduct, not
rolling back the Federal Government’s
most effective tool for protecting con-
sumers, investors, and taxpayers from
bank fraud. Banks that break the law
don’t deserve get-out-of-jail-free cards.
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The administration will veto H.R.
766. I urge my Democratic colleagues
to oppose H.R. 766.

I just want to say that, despite yes-
terday when we had five bills that had
been rolled into one that I warned our
Members of Congress about because of
what they literally did, particularly in
terms of allowing corporations to not
have to disclose information about the
stock that they were giving to their
employees, and I talked about how bad
that was.

This is worse. This is worse because
we are able to call names and to point
out banks because we have the infor-
mation. It is real.

We are able to point out how the Jus-
tice Department has been affected in
making these banks accountable. So
why in the world would we want to
take away the Justice Department’s
tool that is FIRREA? Why would we
want to prevent the Justice Depart-
ment from going after these banks who
know they are dealing with crooks and
fraudsters?

I would ask for a ‘‘no” vote on this
bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY),
the cosponsor of the bill.

Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Chair, I thank
my friend from Missouri. We have been
working on this now 2% to 3 years.

The bill is fairly simple, Mr. Chair-
man, in what it actually does. It just
takes a second to read the operative
line that an appropriate banking Fed-
eral agency may not formally or infor-
mally request or order a depository in-
stitution to terminate a specific cus-
tomer account without a really good
reason.

I want people to think about that,
Mr. Chairman. The fact that we have
to actually debate this frightens me.
The fact that we have to bring a bill to
the floor of the United States House
that says the Federal Government reg-
ulators cannot force a bank to close an
account without a good reason should
frighten people.

I heard Mr. LUETKEMEYER talk about
many of the companies that have been
impacted: gun manufacturers, pawn-
shops. It has now spread, Mr. Chair-
man, to individuals.

We are hearing reports that individ-
uals engaged in legal businesses—every
single one of the victims are engaged
in legal activity.

We are hearing now that individuals
who happen to engage in legal poker
playing in Las Vegas, Nevada, which is
a completely legal endeavor—you may
not like it—are having their bank ac-
counts shut off by the Federal Govern-
ment.

My dad told me when I got to this
job: The difference between the govern-
ment when I was your age and the gov-
ernment that you are going into is that
I was never afraid of my government.
Your children will grow up afraid of
their government because of things ex-
actly like this.
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We are debating a bill on the floor of
the House that says the government
can’t force banks to shut down legal
business banking accounts. It is out-
rageous, but it is real, and it has hap-
pened for a long time.

It has happened, by the way, Mr.
Chairman, because this administration
has not been able to accomplish their
agenda through legislative process. So
they are doing it now through regula-
tion.

There is a report that our committee
put out. It is an excellent report. I
commend it to everybody. There are
emails from within the regulators. I
will read one.

It says:

I have never said this to you, but I am sin-
cerely passionate about this. I literally can-
not stand payday lending. They are abusive,
fundamentally wrong, hurt people, and do
not deserve to be in any way associated with
banking.

It is a completely legal business, Mr.
Chairman.

I hope that we have bipartisan sup-
port for this. We have had cosponsors
on both sides. I encourage whole-
hearted support of this so we can get
the Federal Government out of making
decisions like this.

O 1030

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman and Members, I would
simply like to point out that Mr.
MULVANEY just continued in the vein
that Mr. LUETKEMEYER started out in,
obscuring the real point of this bill.

They are going to keep telling you it
is all about Choke Point. What they
are not going to talk about is taking
away the Justice Department’s ability
to use FIRREA to go after these banks
that are committing crimes.

I don’t want the Members to be mis-
led. Ask them why they are refusing to
talk about the main point of this bill.

I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON).

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chair, I want to
thank the ranking member and the
chair of the committee. I would also
like to say that this is a situation
where there are—and I have even seen
myself—some closures of accounts,
which I think were not adequately jus-
tified, but this bill doesn’t just solve
that problem. It solves a whole lot of
problems that are not problems.

So they take what could be a legiti-
mate issue, and then they use that lit-
tle hole in the tent to push in a whole
bunch of other stuff that will literally
weaken the whole system.

My good friend from South Carolina,
if that was all the bill said, it wouldn’t
be that bad of a problem, but that is
not only what it says. In fact, it weak-
ens financial protections and lets bad
actors in the system off the hook. If we
are concerned about small accounts
being closed, we should focus on that
issue, but this particular bill goes way
beyond that.

As Members contemplate how they
want to vote on this bill, they had bet-
ter think about and read this bill care-
fully because it goes far beyond just
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simply calling for a justification for ar-
bitrarily closing accounts. That is why
I oppose the bill.

I oppose the bill, the Financial Insti-
tution Customer Protection Act, H.R.
766. This bill would do the opposite of
what is asserted in the title. H.R. 766
would not protect customers of finan-
cial institutions actually. Instead, it
would make it more difficult to hold fi-
nancial institutions accountable, and
it will achieve that goal in a bait-and-
switch way by acknowledging what
may be, in some cases, a legitimate
issue of arbitrary account closures, but
then coming in, sneaking in the back
door, all this other stuff, to weaken the
financial system.

Many Americans, including those
who saw the movie ‘“The Big Short,”
cannot understand how so few people
went to jail for the schemes that
caused the financial crisis. People
made loans they knew would fail, sold
those bad loans to investors, and
caused the financial crisis that cost
our economy $14 trillion.

Twelve million people lost their jobs,
and 11 million people lost their homes.
Who went to jail for all this mortgage
fraud? Well, I think there is only one
person I have been able to find. I would
be happy to find anyone else. Teresa
Giudice from ‘““The Real Housewives of
New Jersey,” football player Irving
Fryar, and straw buyers in Michigan,
those are the only people I could find
who went to jail for this. Other people
who committed massive fraud, they
paid fines, but they walked away.

I am incredibly frustrated by the fact
that the Department of Justice has not
pursued more criminal prosecutions of
people at the multinational corpora-
tions who caused the financial crisis.
But the answer to that problem is
stronger enforcement, not to take
away the most important tool Federal
prosecutors have to pursue financial
fraud.

There is this thing called FIRREA. I
know people watching C-SPAN are
like, what is that? These Congress peo-
ple always speak in acronyms. It is the
Financial Institutions Reform, Recov-
ery, and Enforcement Act. FIRREA
was specifically designed to hold bank-
ers accountable for destabilizing the fi-
nancial system with their fraudulent
activity. This bill weakens that.

In an Orwellian twist, it says that
FIRREA cases cannot be brought when
fraud is committed against a bank in-
stead of by a bank. I will say it again.
If this bill passes today, FIRREA cases
can only be brought when fraud is com-
mitted against a bank and not by a
bank. That is bad.

It also limits law enforcement’s sub-
poena power. Don’t we want to be able
to subpoena these guys? Why would we
want to be able to weaken that?

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. NEWHOUSE).
The time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield an additional 1
minute to the gentleman.

Mr. ELLISON. It eliminates the
bankers’ regulators’ ability to ensure
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safety and soundness of the financial
system. We need to enforce the law,
not wink at it.

Members, they are dangling a shiny,
little object in front of you by saying
they are going to stop arbitrary ac-
count closures. This bill is way more
than that. I urge a ‘“‘no’’ vote.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER).

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Missouri for his
work on this very important bill.

The Constitution is clear: the right
of the people to keep and bear arms
shall not be infringed, yet time and
time again, this administration has at-
tempted to circumvent the constitu-
tional rights of Americans to further
their political agenda.

Today, under the guise of protecting
consumers, the Department of Justice
and the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration are targeting payment compa-
nies to choke off credit for certain
businesses they deem high risk, includ-
ing ammunition and firearms stores,
lending institutions, and other lawful
businesses as well.

Instead of protecting consumers, this
initiative is restricting consumer
choice and crippling legitimate busi-
nesses. This policy makes financial
service providers responsible for polic-
ing their customers. That is not fair to
either banks or their consumers.

This commonsense legislation we are
considering today will protect con-
sumer access to banking services and
restrict the administration from using
the highly substantive mnotion of
reputational risk to undercut constitu-
tional rights and terminate the ac-
counts of lawful businesses. I urge my
colleagues to support the bill.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. HECK), a
valued member of the Committee on
Financial Services.

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair,
as a fellow Washingtonian, might I just
observe that you make that dais look
good.

I actually counterintuitively want to
start out by thanking my friend, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER), for taking this issue on.

We had a problem in a lot of commu-
nities around the country with busi-
nesses getting access to the banking
system, and I know he worked this
very hard last year. He investigated; he
talked to banks, businesses, and regu-
lators; and he actually negotiated a so-
lution with the FDIC that he had
pushed and pushed until they actually
adopted it.

It was a good solution. In fact, part
of this bill would essentially codify
that. What it would say is, you can’t
use FIRREA to go after whole sectors
of the economy. It has to be specifi-
cally and individually based. You have
to have a reason to believe that an in-
dividual business was engaged in fraud
if you were going to use the banking
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system to get at them. Good solution,
constructive solution. My hat is off to
you, sir.

Unfortunately, this bill, as has been
suggested earlier, goes farther. Section
3 makes it a lot harder for the Depart-
ment of Justice to investigate finan-
cial solutions because, as has been sug-
gested, it takes direct and specific aim
at the powers under FIRREA, as the
gentleman from Minnesota had indi-
cated. It puts limits on them as to
when subpoenas can be issued. To me,
frankly, that is a solution in search of
a problem.

FIRREA has been the key statute in
going after fraud that, in fact, helped
lead to the Great Recession and the
crisis, and the wiping out of $13 trillion
in net worth. Frankly, I am one of
those people who believes we need
more prosecutions, not fewer, for all
the damage and harm done to Ameri-
cans throughout this land.

I am very reluctant to embrace any
language that substantially weakens or
obstructs FIRREA’s ability to inves-
tigate fraud. I do agree with my friend
that investigations and our oversight
of them could be improved by requiring
a paper trail. I worked with him to see
if we could find a compromise that did
that, but we couldn’t. So ultimately,
we had to disagree, and this is a dis-
agreement that I will characterize as
being a very strong one.

The truth of the matter is, in the last
two calendar years alone, FIRREA was
the operative statute which led to $40
billion in fines and recoveries being
levied. Truth be told, it is very, very
unlikely, if not highly unlikely, that
any of those $40 billion in fines or res-
titution could have been recovered if
the language of this legislation had
been in effect; $20 billion of which was
restitution to harmed parties, people
who lost their homes inappropriately
because they had had fraud perpet-
uated upon them.

I don’t think that is what the Amer-
ican public wants right now. I think
the American public is still eager for
some accountability for the actions
and behavior that led to the Great Re-
cession.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
I yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentleman.

Mr. HECK of Washington. So I join in
the chorus of my colleagues who sug-
gest that this bill is actually not just a
step backward but two giant steps
backward. There is an issue here that
could be worked on. This is not the
right solution; and, I might add, it is
not going to become law because it has
already been indicated by the execu-
tive branch this probably isn’t going
anywhere.

I would entreat you—in the spirit of
trying to find a solution to a real prob-
lem—please, let us set aside, vote ‘‘no,”
and not enact that which is a solution
in search of a problem that doesn’t
exist and, in fact, does considerable
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harm to the American public and to
our ability to hold people accountable.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
it is certainly rewarding and heart-
warming to see that the ladies and gen-
tlemen on the other side of the aisle
continue to support our bill from the
standpoint they recognize that where
there is a problem, Operation Choke
Point exists, that our bill is the solu-
tion. The only thing they seem to have
problems with is the part that we try
and do something with the DOJ with
regards to FIRREA.

To settle that and enlarge on that
discussion, I am proud to yield 3 min-
utes to the distinguished gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY), our Over-
sight and Investigation Subcommittee
chairman who will provide some infor-
mation with regard to that very thing.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chair, I appreciate
the chairman yielding. I am grateful
for Chairman LUETKEMEYER’s work on
this important issue.

Our financial systems are the bed-
rock of our economy. When financial
systems work, our economy works.
And we have seen when our financial
system doesn’t work, things come
crashing down. To make sure our fi-
nancial system is safe and sound, we
have empowered regulators to keep an
eye over it, to make sure we don’t do
things that are too risky that can en-
danger the financial system and then,
therefore, the economy.

One of the problems, though, is that
those regulators have stepped outside
that traditional role and have tried to
impact policy decisions that should be
made in this institution by rules and
regulations that come out from their
oversight capacity.

I look at the liberals, or it might be
the progressives, inside the FDIC who,
in line with the administration, said: I
don’t like gun dealers, I don’t like am-
munition manufacturers. Who cares
about the Second Amendment? I don’t
like them.

Now, if you don’t like guns and you
don’t like ammunition and you don’t
like short-term lenders, if you want to
get rid of those things, have a debate
about it. Have an argument. Introduce
a bill, and let’s vote on it. Let the
American people see it. But the admin-
istration knows they will lose because
most Americans like their guns, they
like their Second Amendment.

So instead of going through this in-
stitution, they very craftily thought:
Wow, just think, if we were able to, as
regulators, put pressure on banks so
banks would stop banking legal busi-
nesses that we don’t like—guess what
happens if they can’t bank? They will
go out of business, and we will have
less guns, less ammunition, and we will
have less short-term lending. That is
exactly what they have done.

But we didn’t empower the FDIC to
make policy decisions. We said, hey,
keep the banking system safe and
sound. But like so many corners of this
administration, they have expanded
that authority to advance their liberal,
progressive agenda.
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I know my friends across the aisle,
who I like very much and are friends of
mine, are trying to focus on big banks
and Wall Street. But, Mr. Chairman, to
the ranking member I would say: Lis-
ten, big banks aren’t being affected by
Choke Point. It is the smallest, little
businesses in our communities that
don’t have the power to stand up and
fight back and push back. They are the
ones that are affected.
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Big banks on Wall Street don’t get
hit by this. It is the little guy. This is
a bill that Mr. LUETKEMEYER crafted
that stands up for the little guy—the
little one that doesn’t have the lob-
byist and the money to come to town
to talk to Members of Congress—who is
being affected by this liberal progres-
sive agenda today that they know can’t
be get passed by law, so they do it by
regulation.

This is one more horrible example of
how your government isn’t working
and how this institution isn’t rep-
resenting the people that we were sent
here to represent.

This is a great bill. Let’s pass it.
Let’s join together and let’s stop Oper-
ation Choke Point.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Again, my friends on the opposite
side of the aisle will talk about guns.
They will talk about Choke Point.
They will talk about unfairness to
businesses based on a bank’s ability to
close accounts. They will talk about
everything except the real point of this
legislation.

I don’t know why, I don’t know where
it came from, and I don’t know who
can convince a serious public policy-
maker that somehow you are to take
away the investigative power of the
Justice Department, a Justice Depart-
ment that has proven that it could use
FIRREA—that is the Financial Institu-
tions Reform, Recovery, and Enforce-
ment Act—to investigate banks that
are guilty of fraud. I don’t know where
this would come from. Given what we
have gone through in this country,
starting in 2008, I don’t know why any
serious public policymaker would want
to do that.

What have we witnessed in this coun-
try, based on the predatory practices of
banks? We have seen whole commu-
nities devastated. We have seen fore-
closures and people lose their homes.
We have seen homes underwater. We
have increased homelessness. We have
seen the targeting of some of the most
vulnerable communities in our coun-
try, based on the fraudulent practices
of banks.

The Justice Department has a tool,
and they are using this tool. Why
would any credible Member of Congress
want to take away the Justice Depart-
ment’s ability to investigate and to
fine these institutions?

No, ladies and gentlemen, this is not
about Choke Point. This is not about
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guns. This is not about any of that
other stuff that they are trying to
make you believe you should pay at-
tention to.

Every legislator and every public pol-
icymaker should ask themselves: Do 1
want to be a part of ever allowing this
institution to once again revert back
to the practices that caused people to
lose their homes, that threw this coun-
try into a recession, that still has us
reeling from the negative impacts of
those decisions by a bank?

Why would anybody want to take
away the Justice Department’s inves-
tigative powers? In addition to that,
this bill will not even allow the Justice
Department to exercise its authority
to subpoena. Why do you want to do
that? It doesn’t make good sense.

Again, you can talk about Choke
Point all night long. You can describe
it as being unfair to businesses, you
can talk about what we need to do, but
that is not what this is about.

I know why you don’t want to talk
about it because you have got to be
ashamed of it. You have got to be
ashamed of the fact that you are lead-
ing this institution to do away with in-
vestigative powers of the Justice De-
partment.

Let me just say this. The Depart-
ment of Justice has relied heavily on
the powers granted under FIRREA to
pursue billions of dollars of mortgage
fraud cases since the financial crisis. In
these cases, financial firms defrauded
the government by knowingly selling
faulty mortgages while representing
them as high quality.

Without FIRREA, investigations
would have stalled and taxpayers
would have been left on the hook for
even more losses. FIRREA powers were
also instrumental in securing the his-
toric $25 billion mortgage servicing
settlement.

As many of our colleagues know,
there are still many more problems in
the mortgage servicing industry, and
eliminating this tool would encourage
fraudulent practices by mortgage serv-
ices that end up wrongfully Kkicking
Americans out of their homes.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
may I inquire how much time is re-
maining on each side, please.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. RODNEY
DAvVIsS of Illinois). The gentleman from
Missouri has 19 minutes remaining, and
the gentlewoman from California has 9
minutes remaining.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just want to make a few comments
here. It seems that the ranking mem-
ber, as eloquently as she has spoken,
continues to deflect from the bill we
are talking about with regard to talk-
ing about mortgage servicing assets,
the mortgage crisis that we had a few
years ago. That is not in this bill.

We are talking about Operation
Choke Point, which is recognized by
the Department of Justice. The Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee has a report from their own



February 4, 2016

email showing that within their own
agency there was a discussion among
the legal staff, believing they didn’t
have the ability to do what they do.
They thought it was illegal themselves
to do what they were doing, and yet
they did this.

Mr. Chairman, for anybody who is
listening and watching today, it should
send a chill down their spine when you
sit here and have the leading law en-
forcement agency in this country be-
lieve and know that they are doing
something wrong and still do it. That,
Mr. Chairman, cannot happen.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. ROSS), a cosponsor of the bill
and a member of the Financial Serv-
ices Committee.

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Chairman, want to
thank Chairman LUETKEMEYER for in-
troducing this legislation which pro-
hibits the Department of Justice from
cutting off financial support to law-
abiding businesses through its Oper-
ation Choke Point.

Created under the guise of a program
to root out banking fraud and money
laundering, Operation Choke Point has
morphed into an instrument used by
administration bureaucrats to pressure
and force banks to end relationships
with the legitimate businesses the ad-
ministration considers to be a
“‘reputational risk.”

This country is made up of all walks
of lives and all walks of entrepreneurs
and small businesses, yet this adminis-
tration has targeted these small and le-
gitimate businesses.

I have a cigar retailer back home
who was told by his bank that he could
no longer do business there. I have a
gun store owner who was told the same
thing. I have a pawnshop that was told
the same thing.

These targeted business owners do
not receive a note from the bank stat-
ing: ‘“Due to Operation Choke Point,
we regretfully must end our financial
relationship with your business.”” No.
They are just discontinued from doing
any banking relationship, without any
notice whatsoever.

If what we have done with the De-
partment of Justice and the FDIC is
empower them with the ability to deny
a fundamental right of constitutional
due process, then yes, we need to cor-
rect it. We have that obligation.

As the chairman points out, we ought
to be outraged over these administra-
tors doing this to our legitimate busi-
nesses.

This legislation, introduced by my
colleague, will prohibit any Federal
banking agency from suggesting, re-
questing, or ordering a depository in-
stitution to terminate a customer ac-
count or prohibiting an institution
from maintaining a banking relation-
ship with specific customers unless the
agency has a material reason to do so,
and that reason is not solely based on
reputational risk.

This bipartisan, commonsense legis-
lation passed the Financial Services
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Committee by a vote of 356-19. In voting
to pass H.R. 766 today, I will be voting
to rein in this out-of-control adminis-
tration and its assault on small, legal
businesses not only in Florida, but
across the country.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Let me draw Members’ attention to
what is being attempted on the oppo-
site side. They keep talking about
Choke Point and how they want to save
payday lenders and rent-to-own and
pawnshops and all of that. I may have
some issues with some of that, but that
is not what this is about today. Today,
this is about the fact that they refuse
to tell you what is really in this bill.

They cannot stand up and defend why
in the world they would be taking
away the Justice Department’s ability
to investigate bad banks. They cannot
tell you why they are ignoring the les-
sons of 2008 and predatory lending and
what the Justice Department has been
able to do using FIRREA and inves-
tigating and fining and getting settle-
ments.

They cannot tell you why they would
ignore the fact that many innocent
middle class folks who work every day
and who fought hard to make down
payments and signed on the dotted line
for mortgages didn’t know that they
were being tricked into signing mort-
gages that they could never really keep
up with and that the interest rates
would reset and go higher and higher
and they were going to lose their
homes.

They cannot defend the predatory
lending practices. They cannot defend
the fraud. They cannot defend the un-
dermining of the average American
family. They cannot defend the fact
that Americans lost their homes. So
they are going to keep talking about
Choke Point and how they have got to
protect payday lenders and how they
have got to protect pawnshop owners
and how they have got to protect rent-
to-own and all those businesses they
hold so dearly and want to protect.

This really doesn’t have anything to
do with that. If they want to have a
real discussion about Choke Point, we
are willing to do that; but, this is not
the time to do it.

This is not the time to use this to
hide behind the fact that you want to
protect the big banks. As a matter of
fact, this is so outrageous, it basically
says that, instead of the Justice De-
partment or anyone going after the
banks, it would protect the banks by
saying that you can’t go after the
banks and you have to protect them
and you can’t go against them.

I am simply saying over and over
again that I don’t care how many Mem-
bers they call up and I don’t care how
many Members come and talk about
Choke Point, somebody needs to tell us
why they can’t talk about taking away
the investigatory powers and the power
to subpoena from the Justice Depart-
ment, a Justice Department that has
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proven that it is willing to use its in-
vestigatory powers in order to deal
with these big banks.

So listen very carefully and listen to
all this Choke Point stuff that they are
trying to ram down your throats. Lis-
ten and look them in the eye and see if
they can look you back in the eye and
defend what they are doing.

Don’t allow them to mislead you,
Members of this Congress, into think-
ing that this bill is all about protecting
payday lenders and rent-to-own and
pawnshop owners and all these busi-
nesses that they care so much about.

This is about stripping the Depart-
ment of Justice of their power to inves-
tigate and subpoena. This is about pull-
ing the rug out from under the citizens
of this country who have tried to own
homes and who have not been pro-
tected by their own government until
we had reform. This is about saying
they don’t care what the Justice De-
partment has been able to do to rein in
these practices. They are going to
come here today with a bill and tell
you it is all about Choke Point.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. TIPTON), an outstanding
member of the committee.

Mr. TIPTON. I thank the chairman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, we found some com-
mon ground. The ranking member was
just talking about listening to Oper-
ation Choke Point. I think that is im-
portant for every American, because
we are talking about freedom. We are
talking about reining in an out-of-con-
trol bureaucracy. We are talking about
actually preserving freedom in this
country, to take it back for the Amer-
ican people and for businesses as well.

I want to applaud Chairman LUETKE-
MEYER for his leadership on this issue.
It prevents Federal banking issues
from pressuring banks and credit
unions to terminate customer accounts
with legal businesses.

Although it is important to be able
to prevent fraud in the banking sys-
tem, Operation Choke Point has large-
ly been abused by the agencies and
their regulators, pressuring and manip-
ulating financial institutions based on
personal prejudices of Federal bureau-
crats.

In my district and many others
across the U.S., legitimate businesses
have found themselves shut out of the
banking system after years of long-
standing relationships with banks and
credit unions. Oftentimes, this
derisking means that these legal busi-
nesses are further shunned by other fi-
nancial institutions fearful of civil and
criminal liability as well as greater
regulatory scrutiny.

Thankfully, this legislation puts
commonsense restraints on regulators
that have been running amok. By re-
quiring Federal banking agencies to
provide a material reason other than
reputational risk for terminating a
customer account, this bill establishes
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necessary, clear standards to avoid fur-
ther abuses.
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Instead of relying on implicit or ex-
plicit threats from regulators, this leg-
islation requires written justification
of any request to terminate or restrict
customer accounts.

It is clear that, despite several let-
ters, hearings, and warning by Con-
gress, financial institutions continue
to face unwarranted pressure from the
regulators. These requirements provide
the necessary oversight to ensure
banks, credit unions, and their cus-
tomers are treated in a fair manner.

I am happy to lend my support to
this bill, and I encourage my col-
leagues to support this commonsense
measure. I again thank the gentleman
from Missouri for his efforts on this
legislation.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS), another out-
standing member of our committee.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman,
thank you for the time.

I rise today to support H.R. 766, the
Financial Institution Customer Protec-
tion Act of 2016.

As a small-business owner for 44
years, I have seen it all—or at least I
thought I saw it all—and I am deeply
troubled over a Federal Government
program that I believe to be, at best,
immoral and, at worst, illegal: Oper-
ation Choke Point.

The Obama White House has single-
handedly granted itself the authority
to cut off relationships between private
financial institutions and the perfectly
legitimate businesses which they serve.
This Congress has not passed any legis-
lation granting the executive branch
such immense power.

Mr. Chairman, all of us here have
bore witness to the Obama administra-
tion’s willingness to bypass the law-
making branch of our government, but
this is a new low. Operation Choke
Point is the worst example of the
Obama White House telling Americans
what is best for them, and there is no
appeals process.

Mr. Chairman, this is the worst form
of government intrusion I have ever
seen and can think of. Operation Choke
Point is another example of this ad-
ministration’s going around Congress
to create laws rather than do their job,
to enforce the laws we already have on
the books.

As a second-generation small-busi-
ness owner, I support H.R. 766, which
will rein in this abuse of power. Oper-
ation Choke Point is un-American and
deceiving. It is simply wrong.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill and do away with Operation Choke
Point once and for all. Let’s save small
business. Let’s save Main Street Amer-
ica.

In God we trust.
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman and Members, after the
Justice Department finally began to
use the Financial Institutions Reform,
Recovery, and Enforcement Act that
we refer to as FIRREA to create some
semblance of justice for financial cri-
sis-era bank fraud and misconduct, my
Republican colleagues respond by re-
stricting the Department of Justice’s
most powerful tool for holding banks
accountable.

This is an interesting debate that we
are having. We are sitting here won-
dering why it is that not one Member
on the Republican side of the aisle who
has taken to the floor to debate this
bill will talk about FIRREA and will
talk about the Justice Department and
what you are doing in stripping away
their powers.

I know why. Because you know that,
if, in fact, you really got up and talked
about what you were doing, you would
lose all of the votes even on your side
of the aisle. This is outrageous. So you
are hiding behind Choke Point.

Not one Member on the opposite side
of the aisle has the guts to get up and
say: I can’t do this. I am going to talk
about what this bill is really about.

And so they continue to march down
here, taking their orders to talk about
Choke Point, Choke Point, Choke
Point.

No. No. No. This is about stripping
the Justice Department of its inves-
tigatory powers and its subpoena pow-
ers.

FIRREA is the last line of defense be-
tween consumers and investors and
bank fraud. Central to the DOJ’s abil-
ity to investigate fraud and to build
cases against financial institutions is
its subpoena power, power that H.R. 766
singles out for unprecedented and bur-
densome restrictions.

Instead of bolstering the Justice De-
partment’s ability to investigate mort-
gage fraud, H.R. 766 seeks to actually
protect the banks and to insulate them
from accountability. Wow. Wow.

Can you just imagine that anyone
could go home to their constituents
and say: I just voted for a bill that
would actually protect banks and insu-
late them from accountability, I just
voted for a bill to strip the Justice De-
partment of its power to investigate?

Bank fraud should be met with the
full force of the Federal Government.
H.R. 766 is a dangerous step backwards
for an economy still reeling from fi-
nancial crisis-era fraud and mis-
conduct.

Every regulator has been clear that
account closures aren’t the result of
pressure from regulators, but from
banks that have decided that, for some
customers, they would rather lose their
business than investigate any anti-
fraud practices to protect our financial
system from money laundering.

Look, you have got people who are
willing to work on that part of public
policy that you would like to see some
changes in, but this is not it.
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When you couple that discussion to
overshadow what you are doing, to
strip the Justice Department of its
powers to investigate, what you are
doing is you are setting up a situation
to take us backwards and to harm so
many peobple.

Have you forgotten the lessons al-
ready of 2008? Have you forgotten al-
ready what this country went through?
Have you forgotten that the citizens of
this country had to bail out the biggest
banks to keep us from going into a de-
pression?

We went into a recession. We tore up
communities. We threw people out of
their homes. We increased homeless-
ness.

Now you want to come back and give
the banks an opportunity to do what
got us into trouble in the first place?
Well, I can’t imagine that you are pre-
pared to defend that.

The common theme throughout H.R.
766 and many of the proposals that, un-
fortunately, cleared the Financial
Services Committee is that, even in
the aftermath of the financial crisis,
my Republican colleagues would have
you believe it is the big banks that are
the ones in need of protection, protec-
tion from the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to please address their remarks
to the Chair.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. HILL), one of the most
knowledgeable members of our com-
mittee.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I
pleased to address H.R. 766.

Before I talk about what my con-
stituents have asked me to talk about,
Mr. Chairman, which is the problems
with Operation Choke Point, for I do
take my instruction from my constitu-
ents at home, I do want to call my dis-
tinguished ranking member’s concern
to this report about this bill, which
says, ‘‘or a Federally insured financial
institution against an unaffiliated
third person.”

So I have to say, Mr. Chairman, I
don’t understand where the gentle-
woman from California is coming from
in terms of gutting FIRREA. It was
certainly my privilege to serve at
Treasury when FIRREA was negotiated
with the Congress and enacted into
law.

I rise today, though, to support H.R.
766, the Financial Institution Customer
Protection Act, which helps to target
and stop the egregious abuse of execu-
tive power in what has been known as
Operation Choke Point.

Bank examiners want our commer-
cial banks across the country to be
conscious of reputation risk, some-
thing every institution, large and
small, takes very, very seriously.

Our boards of directors of our banks
understand that, just like credit risk,
reputation risk is important. We don’t

am
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need to be lectured on the dangers of
doing business with some high-risk
customers.

But, in Operation Choke Point, we
find subtle and not-so-subtle pressure
from regulators to terminate business
relationships rather than to expose
that reputation risk.

I have heard from pawnbrokers in Ar-
kansas, legally licensed State and Fed-
erally regulated businesses, that they
are victims of Operation Choke Point
by having their bank servicing limited
or cut off.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. HILL. Just last week, Mr. Chair-
man, not 2 years ago, a firearms dealer
in my hometown of Little Rock was
dumped by his payment processor and
is now having to pay more in interest,
having less control of his cash.

These are small, legitimate busi-
nesses that do business with our banks,
and they are being penalized by the
prejudiced, politicized agenda of this
administration.

This is not the only example. It is
reminiscent of the IRS targeting of
conservative groups.

So, with great pleasure, I support my
friend from Missouri’s bill. It is a rea-
sonable, targeted approach. I urge all
my colleagues to support it.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman,
how much time is remaining, please?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas has 20 minutes remaining.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER), my friend
and chairman of our Financial Institu-
tions and Consumer Credit Sub-
committee.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I
rise today to support H.R. 766, the Fi-
nancial Institution Customer Protec-
tion Act of 2015, offered by my good
friend from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER).

This legislation is critical to ensure
small businesses across the country are
able to access basic banking services
without the threat of being targeted at
the political or ideological whims of
Washington bureaucrats.

As my colleagues have mentioned,
H.R. 766 prohibits the Federal Govern-
ment banking regulators from formally
or informally prohibiting banks to
serve lawful and legitimate businesses.
Let me repeat that. It keeps them from
prohibiting banks from serving lawful
and legitimate businesses.

Over the last several years, we have
seen an effort by the Department of
Justice, in cooperation with the Fed-
eral banking regulators, to target cer-
tain categories of lawful merchants.
These merchants include gun stores,
short-term, small-dollar credit lenders,
and others. This effort has been offi-
cially named Operation Choke Point.

Operation Choke Point has used a
perverse interpretation of the Finan-
cial Institutions Reform, Recovery,
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and Enforcement Act, currently re-
ferred to as FIRREA, to force banks to
terminate banking relationships with
certain categories of merchants even if
its unlawful behavior isn’t present.

Representative LUETKEMEYER’s bill
would clarify the original intent of
FIRREA. Unfortunately, the minority
leader and the ranking member of the
committee have been spreading misin-
formation about the impact of H.R. 766.
So I will spend the rest of my remarks
outlining exactly what the bill will do
and what it will not do.

It does not decriminalize any type of
fraud. All of these criminal statutes
comprising FIRREA’s predicted of-
fenses are untouched by this bill.

H.R. 766 does not prohibit the Depart-
ment of Justice from holding financial
institutions accountable. FIRREA
tools are still available for the pursuit
of any of the frauds committed by bank
insiders against the bank.

Additionally, the bill expressly pro-
vides that FIRREA’s civil tools also
apply to fraud committed by the bank
against an unaffiliated third party.

In other words, where a bank de-
frauds a purchaser of a mortgage-
backed security, as was alleged by the
big bank settlements, FIRREA’s civil
tools remain available to the Depart-
ment of Justice.

H.R. 766 does prohibit the use of
FIRREA tools where fraud is com-
mitted by a bank’s account holder, but
not by the bank itself.

This is the type of self-affecting
fraud that the Department of Justice
asserted that gave rise to Operation
Choke Point. In other words, the fraud
must be committed by the bank or
against the bank for FIRREA to apply.

I hope everyone will read page 6,
lines 21-25, of the bill.

Finally, H.R. 766 does limit the abil-
ity of the Attorney General to delegate
issuance of FIRREA civil subpoenas.

As a result, FIRREA subpoenas must
be signed by the Attorney General or
the Deputy Attorney General rather
than a low-ranking Department of Jus-
tice attorney.

Unfortunately, we yet have another
example of the minority not actually
reading the text of the bill before mak-
ing public statements.

Going forward, I hope the minority
will study the text of the bill instead of
relying on false statements and talking
points of the senior Senator from Mas-
sachusetts.

0 1115

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman,
how much time do I have remaining?
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas has 7 minutes remaining.
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself the balance of my time.
Mr. Chairman, I have had the privi-
lege to serve in this body for a number
of terms, but I have not lost my ability
to be outraged. Operation Choke Point
is an outrage to the American people.
Who will stand up and defend the
small mom and pop shops on Main
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Street from the billions of dollars and
the thousands of lawyers at the so-
called Justice Department who wake
up one day and decide that, notwith-
standing current law, they are going to
put them out of business?

Fortunately, Mr. Chairman, we have
one outstanding Member of Congress,
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
LUETKEMEYER), my colleague who is
standing up to these people. He is
standing up to these people by author-
ing H.R. 766, and he is saying enough is
enough. And we must say enough is
enough.

Fortunately, Mr. Chairman, a num-
ber of Democrats on the other side of
the aisle have actually joined with our
side to say that justice must prevail
and that the rule of law must prevail.
I suspect that is why the ranking mem-
ber—bless her heart—had to spend so
much time speaking herself, because
she probably couldn’t find any other
speakers to come and help her out.

It is an outrage, Mr. Chairman, that
this administration continues to tram-
ple on the Constitution. Clearly, we
know the President has his pen and he
has his phone. But he clearly doesn’t
have a copy of the Constitution. For le-
gally constituted businesses to have to
fear that, in the dark of night, they are
going to be shut down by the awesome
power of the Obama administration is
an outrage. All Americans should be
outraged.

Frankly, when is it that we will have
the ranking member and others stand
up for the rule of law? We are losing
the rule of law to the discretion of reg-
ulators. If there was any justice in the
Obama Justice Department, somebody
would be indicted over Operation
Choke Point. Perhaps, Mr. Chairman,
they should indict themselves for
bringing forth something we haven’t
seen since the Nixon era. What else is
going to be in the bag of dirty tricks?

Somebody has to stand up against
the elites in Washington who bypass
article I, section 1 of our Constitution.
All legislative power is vested in this
body. It is not vested in the Justice De-
partment, Mr. Chairman. They are sup-
posed to enforce the law, not make the
law.

To wake up one morning and find out
that your bank account and your ac-
cess to funds have been choked off by
an oppressive Federal Government,
lawlessly, has to be stopped. Where is
the justice, Mr. Chairman? I ask you,
where is the justice?

Now, just yesterday I learned that on
the other side of the Capitol, we had a
Senator from Massachusetts who in-
voked the names of three dead African
Americans who tragically lost their
lives and used that bloody shirt to at-
tack this bill. Then this very same
Senator turned around and put out a
fundraising appeal on H.R. 766.

The American people have not lost
their ability to be outraged at those
who may possess Ivy League degrees
and Washington, D.C., addresses who
have the arrogance to tell them what is
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best for them, their businesses, their
lives, and their families.

It is time that we respect the rule of
law. It is time that we respect the Con-
stitution. It is time that we choke off
Operation Choke Point and put it into
the dustbin of history: the history of
dirty tricks and the history of lawless-
ness.

That is why it is so important, Mr.
Chairman, that all Members—Demo-
crat, Republican, and Iliberals—Ilet
their voice be heard by casting their
vote for H.R. 766.

Why—why—do Members outsource
their legislative authority to the unac-
countable and unelected? Sooner or
later, Mr. Chairman, the shoe is going
to be on the other foot.

Who will stand for justice today? We
will look closely as the names come up
on the big board. The American people
are watching, and they want to know:
Who is going to stand with me? Who is
going to stand for the rule of law? Who
is going to stand for the Constitution?
Who is going to stand for the little peo-
ple in America?

I am proud to stand with Chairman
LUETKEMEYER and the Republicans of
the House Financial Services Com-
mittee to ensure that Operation Choke
Point is choked off once and for all.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

It shall be in order to consider as an
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule an
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 114-41. That amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall
be considered as read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:

H.R. 766

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Financial Insti-
tution Customer Protection Act of 2015
SEC. 2. REQUIREMENTS FOR DEPOSIT ACCOUNT

TERMINATION REQUESTS AND OR-
DERS.

(a) TERMINATION REQUESTS OR ORDERS MUST
BE MATERIAL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—An appropriate Federal
banking agency may not formally or informally
request or order a depository institution to ter-
minate a specific customer account or group of
customer accounts or to otherwise restrict or dis-
courage a depository institution from entering
into or maintaining a banking relationship with
a specific customer or group of customers un-
less—

(A) the agency has a material reason for such
request or order; and

(B) such reason is not based solely on reputa-
tion risk.

(2) TREATMENT OF NATIONAL SECURITY
THREATS.—If an appropriate Federal banking
agency believes a specific customer or group of
customers poses a threat to national security,
including any belief that such customer or
group of customers is involved in terrorist fi-
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nancing, such belief shall satisfy the materiality

requirement under paragraph (1)(A).

(b) NOTICE REQUIREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If an appropriate Federal
banking agency formally or informally requests
or orders a depository institution to terminate a
specific customer account or a group of customer
accounts, the agency shall—

(A) provide such request or order to the insti-
tution in writing; and

(B) accompany such request or order with a
written justification for why such termination is
needed, including any specific laws or regula-
tions the agency believes are being violated by
the customer or group of customers, if any.

(2) JUSTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—A justifica-
tion described under paragraph (1)(B) may not
be based solely on the reputation risk to the de-
pository institution.

(c) CUSTOMER NOTICE.—

(1) NOTICE NOT REQUIRED.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed as requiring a deposi-
tory institution or an appropriate Federal bank-
ing agency to inform a customer or customers of
the justification for the customer’s account ter-
mination described under subsection (b).

(2) NOTICE PROHIBITED IN CASES OF NATIONAL
SECURITY.—If an appropriate Federal banking
agency requests or orders a depository institu-
tion to terminate a specific customer account or
a group of customer accounts based on a belief
that the customer or customers pose a threat to
national security, neither the depository institu-
tion nmor the appropriate Federal banking agen-
cy may inform the customer or customers of the
justification for the customer’s account termi-
nation.

(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Each appro-
priate Federal banking agency shall issue an
annual report to the Congress stating—

(1) the aggregate number of specific customer
accounts that the agency requested or ordered a
depository institution to terminate during the
previous year; and

(2) the legal authority on which the agency
relied in making such requests and orders and
the frequency on which the agency relied on
each such authority.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section:

(1) APPROPRIATE FEDERAL BANKING AGENCY.—
The term ‘“‘appropriate Federal banking agen-
cy’’ means—

(A) the appropriate Federal banking agency,
as defined under section 3 of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1813); and

(B) the National Credit Union Administration,
in the case of an insured credit union.

(2) DEPOSITORY INSTITUTION.—The term ‘‘de-
pository institution’ means—

(A) a depository institution, as defined under
section 3 of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act
(12 U.S.C. 1813); and

(B) an insured credit union.

SEC. 3. AMENDMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS REFORM, RECOVERY, AND
ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1989.

Section 951 of the Financial Institutions Re-
form, Recovery, and Enforcement Act of 1989 (12
U.S.C. 1833a) is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘affecting
a federally insured financial institution’ and
inserting ‘“‘against a federally insured financial
institution or by a federally insured financial
institution against an unaffiliated third per-
son’’; and

(2) in subsection (g)—

(A) in the header, by striking ‘‘SUBPOENAS”
and inserting ‘‘INVESTIGATIONS’’; and

(B) by amending paragraph (1)(C) to read as
follows:

“(C) summon witnesses and require the pro-
duction of any books, papers, correspondence,
memoranda, or other records which the Attor-
ney General deems relevant or material to the
inquiry, if the Attorney General—

“(i) requests a court order from a court of
competent jurisdiction for such actions and of-
fers specific and articulable facts showing that
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there are reasonable grounds to believe that the
information or testimony sought is relevant and
material for conducting an investigation under
this section; or

‘“(ii) either personally or through delegation
no lower than the Deputy Attorney General,
issues and signs a subpoena for such actions
and such subpoena is supported by specific and
articulable facts showing that there are reason-
able grounds to believe that the information or
testimony sought is relevant for conducting an
investigation under this section.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment
to that amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except
those printed in part B of House Report
114-414. Each such amendment may be
offered only in the order printed in the
report, by a Member designated in the
report, shall be considered read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. SHERMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
part B of House Report 114-414.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 2, line 6, strike ‘‘poses’ and all that
follows through ‘‘such belief” and insert the
following: ‘‘is, or is acting as a conduit for,
an entity which—

(A) poses a threat to national security;

(B) is involved in terrorist financing;

(C) is an agency of the government of Iran,
North Korea, Syria, or any country listed
from time to time on the State Sponsors of
Terrorism list;

(D) is located in, or is subject to the juris-
diction of, any country specified in subpara-
graph (C); or

(E) does business with any entity described
in subparagraph (C) or (D), unless the appro-
priate Federal banking agency determines
that the customer or group of customers has
used due diligence to avoid doing business
with any entity described in subparagraph
(C) or (D),
such belief

Page 2, line 9, strike ‘‘materiality require-
ment under paragraph (1)(A)’’ and insert ‘‘re-
quirement under paragraph (1)”.

Page 3, line 16, after ‘‘security’ insert the
following: ‘‘, or are otherwise described
under subsection (a)(2)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 595, the gentleman
from California (Mr. SHERMAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chair, this is
really two bills that have been put to-
gether. One deals with Operation
Choke Point, and for reasons explained
by the majority, it is important that
we pass that part of the legislation.
The other imposes restrictions on
FIRREA, and for reasons eloquently
expressed by the ranking member, I do
not support that part of the bill. I,
frankly, do not know how I am going
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to vote because of these portions of the
bill, one is important to pass, and the
other is a restriction that I cannot sup-
port.

I will point out for all of us who want
to deal with Operation Choke Point
that it is unfortunate that these two
bills have been put together into one
because we know the President isn’t
going to sign this bill if it has got the
FIRREA portion in it. So it is my hope
that we put on the President’s desk a
bill that protects American businesses
from Operation Choke Point, a bill
that the President can sign.

I want to use the time allotted here
to try to improve the Operation Choke
Point provisions because I hope they
are ultimately signed into law.

Now, why are those Operation Choke
Point provisions important? As the
majority has explained, various busi-
nesses that are currently unpopular
with the bureaucracy are being tar-
geted, and it is an extremely powerful
tool to destroy a business and to cut
off its access to financial institutions.

Today they come for the gun stores
and the tobacco dealers. And I don’t
have friends who are gun store owners
and tobacco dealers, so some would say
I should be quiet. But I do not know
who the next President of the United
States will be. And as I listen to the
RECORD, I know that if they have the
power, they will come after the
Planned Parenthood clinics and the en-
vironmental organizations.

Woe be to a Congress that yields ex-
treme power to the executive branch in
the expectation that the executive
branch will use it in a way that they
favor knowing that the tide turns and
the other party could be in control of
that branch. So it is important that we
improve the Operation Choke Point
provisions of this bill.

Every speaker who talked about the
Operation Choke Point provisions of
this bill focused on mom and pop busi-
nesses, domestic businesses. Every bit
of the discussion in committee focused
on that, and that is why it is important
that this bill not have an unintended
consequence never discussed by anyone
at committee; that is, that it would af-
fect our anti-terrorism and national se-
curity efforts.

So in the words of the Democratic
Daily Whip from Whip HOYER, the
Sherman amendment clarifies that the
underlying bill does not prevent bank-
ing regulators from requesting a finan-
cial institution terminate a relation-
ship because the customer poses a na-
tional security threat, is engaged in
terrorist financing, or is domiciled in
Iran, North Korea, Syria, or another
state sponsor of terrorism.

I think it is a step forward to im-
prove the Operation Choke Point por-
tions of this bill. I think that, as fur-
ther improved, those provisions should
and, I believe, will become law. So I
ask support for an amendment that
makes it clear that a bill that was dis-
cussed only in the sense of domestic
businesses, only in the sense of ma and
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pa and Main Street, does not have an
effect that the author never included in
our national security policy.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MAXINE WATERS).

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank
the gentleman from California who has
shown his concern about the Choke
Point provisions of the bill. He is abso-
lutely right. Both of these issues are in
this bill. We cannot divide it in the
way that we are moving forward. And
it means that if this bill passes, no
matter what the concern may be, the
overriding concern must be about
stripping the Justice Department of its
investigatory power and its subpoena
power. It must be about undermining
the Justice Department’s ability to
hold these big banks accountable.

I don’t think you can divide this.
This is one bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Chairman, this bill will be going
through the legislative process. It is
important that we improve the Oper-
ation Choke Point provisions.

I have enjoyed working with the gen-
tleman from Missouri, and I hope that
he will see fit to accept this amend-
ment and to narrow it to a focus out-
side of terrorism policy.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to claim the
time in opposition, although I am not
opposed.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
want to thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. SHERMAN), who is a
very thoughtful member of the House
Financial Services Committee.

I wish to accept his amendment. I be-
lieve it adds greater granularity and
specificity on a very important issue.
Since he lost an amendment yesterday,
I want him to bat at least .500.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
part B of House Report 114-414.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, strike lines 4 through 9 and insert
the following:

(1) NOTICE REQUIRED.—Except as provided
under paragraph (2), if an appropriate Fed-
eral banking agency orders a depository in-
stitution to terminate a specific customer
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account or a group of customer accounts, the
depository institution shall inform the cus-
tomer or customers of the justification for
the customer’s account termination de-
scribed under subsection (b).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 595, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer a commonsense amend-
ment that will protect customers of fi-
nancial institutions and increase trans-
parency between them and the Federal
Government.

I applaud the committee for bringing
this bill to the floor to protect con-
sumers and businesses from an over-
reaching Federal Government. I am es-
pecially grateful to Representative
LUETKEMEYER for his work on the bill,
and I am proud to be a cosponsor.

My amendment will increase trans-
parency by requiring the financial in-
stitutions to provide notice to cus-
tomers if their account is ordered ter-
minated by a Federal banking regu-
lator. Customers have a right to be in-
formed when the Federal Government
has instructed a financial institution
to close their accounts.

In the base bill, Federal banking
agencies are required to notify the fi-
nancial institution and provide written
justification as to why the termination
is needed. My amendment would sim-
ply require the depository institution
to share that justification with the
customer.
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One of the ways the Federal Govern-
ment has abused its powers in the past
regarding customers of financial insti-
tutions is Operation Choke Point. Op-
eration Choke Point was an unconsti-
tutional program created by the
Obama administration that put pres-
sure on banks and payment processors
to shut down industries like gun stores
and pawn shops that President Obama
and the attorney general just didn’t
like.

After continued pressure from Chair-
man LUETKEMEYER, myself, and other
Members of Congress, the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation, FDIC, an-
nounced in January of 2015 that some
changes to this terrible program were
to be made. While this was a positive
step, this bill and my amendment are
still very necessary. Congress needs to
codify these customer protections to
prevent future abuses by an over-
reaching Federal Government.

My amendment will help put an end
to the abuses of Operation Choke
Point. President Obama has been
staunch in his assault on the Second
Amendment, and Operation Choke
Point was simply another way for the
President and the DOJ to infringe upon
the rights of lawful gun owners and
businesses.
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American citizens do not want Big
Government to have the power to arbi-
trarily terminate their accounts at fi-
nancial institutions based on ideolog-
ical opposition to individuals or orga-
nizations. This simple, commonsense
amendment, which is supported by
Americans for Limited Government,
the National Rifle Association, Gun
Owners of America, and Eagle Forum,
is about protecting consumers and in-
creasing transparency.

CBO has informed me that this
amendment will not score. As such,
there is no reason not to pass this
amendment or this bill that will in-
crease transparency and protect con-
sumers throughout the Nation.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and H.R. 766.

I thank the distinguished chair and
ranking member.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I claim the time in op-
position.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, Mr. GOSAR’s amendment
is a dangerous amendment to an al-
ready highly problematic bill. As the
OCC deputy comptroller noted in 2015
testimony before our committee: ‘“‘In
the rare cases where a customer has
engaged in suspected criminal or other
illegal activity,”” the OCC ‘‘may order
the bank through an enforcement ac-
tion to terminate the customer’s ac-
count.”

H.R. 766 creates a national security
exception for customer notice, but it
leaves the term undefined in a case
where the illegal activity does not pose
a threat to national security. Mr.
GOsSAR’s amendment would potentially
force banks to tip off someone engag-
ing in criminal activity, frustrating
regulators’ oversight of Federal anti-
money laundering laws.

Mr. GOSAR’s amendment exacerbates
an already highly problematic pro-
posal, and I would urge my colleagues
to oppose this amendment.

Mr. Chairman and Members, again, I
just want to point out, since I have
time on this amendment, that this bill
is not about all of this anyway. They
keep focusing on Choke Point, and
they come up with these questionable
amendments, et cetera, such as Mr.
GOSAR’S.

This is about the Republicans on the
opposite side of the aisle stripping the
Justice Department of its authority to
go after these too big to fail banks and
taking away their investigatory powers
and their subpoena powers, thus
threatening the citizens of this country
once again to the kind of predatory
lending that helped to almost bring
down this economy starting in 2008.

I ask for a ‘“no’” on this amendment,
and I am going to ask for a ‘‘no”’ on the
bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I am
miffed. I am absolutely miffed that a
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customer, or a consumer, would not
have the ability to understand that
their account was actually closed. I am
totally miffed at personal rights and
responsibilities and the coordination
with the Justice Department.

Once again, this is the second amend-
ment I have offered on Financial Serv-
ices with the same type of attitude and
idiocrasy that I have actually seen in
defiance of a commonsense amend-
ment.

I oppose the gentlewoman’s objec-
tions, and I would ask everyone to vote
for this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman and Members, I would
ask the Members of this Congress to
not pay attention to what has been at-
tempted by the opposite side of the
aisle.

Again, I challenged them and I asked
them to talk about FIRREA. I asked
them to talk about the bill that takes
away the investigatory powers of the
Justice Department. I asked them to
explain why they would take away sub-
poena powers from the Justice Depart-
ment. I asked them if they remembered
what happened when this country went
into a recession, almost a depression,
because of predatory lending. I asked
them did they want to have their name
and their vote behind big banks that
are guilty of fraud, who have been fined
enormous sums of money by the Jus-
tice Department because they were
found guilty, and I am asking them to
talk about this. So this is a distrac-
tion. This is obscuring the real bill
that is before us.

Forget about this Choke Point part
of the bill. We have time to work on
that. There are some Members on the
opposite side of the aisle that share
some of those concerns, but not in this
bill. They coupled it with this taking
away of the Department of Justice
power because they knew that they
could somehow divert the attention
over to the so-called Choke Point and
talk about this administration and
talk about guns and talk about payday
loans and talk about rent to own and
pawn shops and all that.

This is not about small business pro-
tection. This is about using the Choke
Point argument as a way to divert at-
tention away from what they are really
doing.

Ladies and gentlemen, you can’t go
home and explain to your constituents
why you would protect the too big to
fail banks, why you would take away
the power to make them accountable.
They have harmed this country. They
have harmed our citizens. They have
caused people to lose their homes, and
they have increased the homelessness
with their predatory lending.

We have reform that we are trying to
implement. I know every trick in the
book has been played to try to under-
mine Dodd-Frank and to keep us from
having the kind of reform because
there are people who are just very close
to the big banks and they are not going
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to cross the big banks. As a matter of
fact, they used too much of their ca-
reer to protect the big banks.

This is an outrage. I want the Mem-
bers of this Congress to understand, we
have got time to have a discussion
about Choke Point and all of that. We
have Members on both sides of the aisle
who would work with you on those
issues. This is not it.

You should not have placed this part
in this bill. You should not have had to
try and make believe that this is all
about Choke Point when, in fact, the
real big deal in this bill is about how
you are going to try to protect the big-
gest and the worst banks.

We have pointed out to you in this
discussion all of the big fines that have
been imposed against these banks. Did
these banks say, ‘“No, we didn’t do it”’?
Did these banks say, ‘I am not going
to accept this. I am going to court, and
I am going to fight’? You know they
rolled over because they are guilty, and
you know that they are.

Please do not be diverted from the
real meaning of this bill. This bill is
about crippling the Department of Jus-
tice and not about Choke Point.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WOMACK).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. GOSAR).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment in the nature of a
substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS of Illinois) having assumed
the chair, Mr. WOMACK, Acting Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 766) to provide
requirements for the appropriate Fed-
eral banking agencies when requesting
or ordering a depository institution to
terminate a specific customer account,
to provide for additional requirements
related to subpoenas issued under the
Financial Institutions Reform, Recov-
ery, and Enforcement Act of 1989, and
for other purposes, and, pursuant to
House Resolution 595, he reported the
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the
Whole?

If not, the question is on adoption of
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.
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MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentlewoman opposed to the bill?

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. I am op-
posed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Castor of Florida moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 766 to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith with the
following amendment:

Add at the end the following:

SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 2 and 3 shall
take effect on the date that the Attorney
General and the Federal financial institu-
tions regulatory agencies jointly certify to
the Congress that in the preceding 5 years no
federally regulated financial institution has
been subject to—

(1) a consent order, settlement, deferred
prosecution agreement, civil or criminal
penalty for a violation of the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act;

(2) a consent order, settlement, deferred
prosecution agreement, civil or criminal
penalty for bank fraud, wire fraud, or mail
fraud relating to the origination, servicing,
securitization, or sale of a mortgage product;
or

(3) a consent order, settlement, deferred
prosecution agreement, civil or criminal
penalty for unfair or deceptive acts and prac-
tices relating to the origination, servicing,
securitization, or sale of a mortgage product.

(b) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘Federal financial institu-
tions regulatory agencies’ has the meaning
given that term under section 1121 of the Fi-
nancial Institutions Reform, Recovery, and
Enforcement Act of 1989 (12 U.S.C. 3350).

Ms. CASTOR of Florida (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker
and Members, this is the final amend-
ment to the bill, which will not kill the
bill or send it back to committee. If
adopted, the bill will immediately pro-
ceed to final passage, as amended.

Mr. Speaker, I rushed to come to the
floor to offer this motion to recommit
because this bill, H.R. 766, is so out-
rageous. Under this bill, the Repub-
licans in Congress are poised to give a
get out of jail free card to big banks
and Wall Street interests when it
comes to fraud. Republicans propose to
take away tools and investigatory pow-
ers from the Department of Justice in
cases of fraud and undermine the De-
partment of Justice’s ability to pros-
ecute mortgage fraud and other crimes
to the detriment of American families
and our neighbors back home.

Americans expect that the big banks
that have broken the rules be held ac-
countable for any of their financial
misdeeds. However, the House Repub-
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licans are trying to give their special
interest friends a break they do not
need at the expense of hardworking
Americans.

Shortly after I was sworn into Con-
gress in 2007, my neighbors started to
come to me and express, sincerely,
about a problem that was happening. It
started in Florida almost earlier than
anywhere else.

As the financial crisis took hold and
people began to lose their jobs or their
employers cut back on their hours,
they couldn’t keep up with their mort-
gages. The deeper we dug in to it, we
began to see a pattern of fraudulent
practices by many in the mortgage
loan business.

After 2007, I had six foreclosure pre-
vention workshops. At that time, I will
never forget looking into the eyes of
my neighbors, who asked for a little bit
of breathing room, a little bit of help.

We came to Washington and we asked
for that help on behalf of American
families, not to let them off the hook
for their mortgages, but to give them a
little breathing room. The response
here in Washington was, instead, the
huge, multibillion-dollar Wall Street
bailout.

We asked, as part of that Wall Street
bailout of the big banks: Could you
allow homeowners to have a little more
breathing room so they could stay in
their homes? But, no, that couldn’t be
part of the multibillion-dollar Wall
Street package. That was a lesson to
everyone across America who really
holds the power here in Washington,
D.C.

Next week, I am still going to have
another foreclosure prevention work-
shop with HOPE NOW and my local
partners, because people are not healed
and the fraud continues.

On Monday of this week, I sat down
with my U.S. attorney in the middle
district of Florida, one of the busiest
districts in America, especially when it
comes to fraud. Do you know what U.S.
Attorney Lee Bentley said? He said we
need more tools to fight fraud. They
are winning big cases and big settle-
ments when it comes to Medicare fraud
and mortgage fraud and rooting out
waste in the system.

So it is appalling. You bring H.R. 766
to take away those investigatory tools,
the subpoena powers, for white-collar
crime.

Today, House Republicans are aiming
to weaken the vital financial fraud
fighting law, Financial Institutions Re-
form, Recovery, and Enforcement Act.
This is irresponsible. House Repub-
licans should be called out for it.

Republicans will eliminate the au-
thority of thousands of Federal pros-
ecutors to issue subpoenas for the pur-
pose of investigating and prosecuting
any big banks or other financial insti-
tutions that engage in financial fraud
or other financial crimes.

O 1145
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sides with our hardworking families
back home. My amendment will pre-
vent the legislation from taking effect
until the Department of Justice and
banking regulators certify that no fi-
nancial institutions that are covered
by the act have broken the law by tak-
ing advantage of servicemembers or by
perpetrating abuses in the mortgage
market. That is the very least my Re-
publican colleagues could do.

In the meantime, American families
who are appalled at this kind of action
in the Congress should know that the
Democrats are united for opportunity
for hardworking Americans, especially
for servicemembers and homeowners
who are seeking to enjoy the American
Dream. Americans should be appalled
that Republicans want to take the fi-
nancial cops off the beat and take tools
away from our Department of Justice
and U.S. attorneys.

I ask my House Republican col-
leagues to join us in working to build
an economy that works for all Ameri-
cans, not just for the privileged few.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on the motion.
Side with American families.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in opposition to the gentlewoman’s
motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I
think I have finally found some com-
mon ground with my friends on the
other side of the aisle, which is that we
lament how few prosecutions there
have been after the great financial cri-
sis.

How about all of the former Demo-
cratic officials who used to warrant
Fannie and Freddie, which took tens of
millions of dollars of bonuses only to
see hundreds of billions of dollars of
taxpayer bailouts? Where are those
prosecutions, Mr. Speaker?

How about all of the Democratic law-
makers who came and said, ‘“‘Let’s roll
the dice for taxpayer bailouts’ ? Guess
what? The dice were rolled, and tax-
payers were rolled as well. Where are
the prosecutions there? It has been 8
years of the Obama administration’s
Justice Department.

They are trying to take you away
from what this is truly about. It is
about, again, Operation Choke Point.
It is about the awesome resources and
power of the Federal Government that
is being used to crush small businesses
that somehow appear on the Obama ad-
ministration’s enemy list.

Today, those small businesses that
deal with ammunition sales, that are
coin dealers, dating services—all on the
enemies list—that deal with fireworks
sales, payday loans, pharmaceutical
sales. It is all right here in the FDIC
Supervisory Insights. It reads that,
even though you are a perfectly legal
business, if we don’t like you, we are
going to crush you, and there is noth-
ing you can do about it because we are
the Federal Government.
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Mr. Speaker, there is something we
can do about it. We can pass H.R. 766.
All the motion to recommit says is
that the Justice Department gets to
decide whether the law is ever enacted.
It is not worth the paper it is printed
on.

When is this body going to quit out-
sourcing its constitutional authority
to unelected, unaccountable bureau-
crats? It is an outrage. Operation
Choke Point is an outrage. It is an af-
front to the Constitution. It is an af-
front to the rule of law. It is an affront
to all of the hardworking mom-and-pop
shops all across America. It strikes
fear in the hearts of Americans.

It is time to stand up for the Con-
stitution. It is time to stand up for the
rule of law. It is time to stand up for
those who do not have voice, for those
who do not have power. Reject this mo-
tion to recommit, and enact H.R. 766.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 177, nays
240, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 62]

YEAS—177
Adams Davis (CA) Honda
Aguilar Dayvis, Danny Hoyer
Ashford DeFazio Huffman
Bass DeGette Israel
Beatty Delaney Jackson Lee
Becerra DeLauro Jeffries
Bera DelBene Johnson (GA)
Bishop (GA) DeSaulnier Johnson, E. B.
Blumenauer Deutch Kaptur
Bonamici Dingell Keating
Brady (PA) Doggett Kelly (IL)
Brown (FL) Doyle, Michael Kennedy
Brownley (CA) F. Kildee
Bustos Duckworth Kilmer
Butterfield Edwards Kind
Capps Ellison Kirkpatrick
Capuano Engel Kuster
Cardenas Eshoo Langevin
Carney Esty Larsen (WA)
Carson (IN) Farr Larson (CT)
Cartwright Fattah Lawrence
Castor (FL) Foster Lee
Chu, Judy Frankel (FL) Levin
Cicilline Fudge Lewis
Clark (MA) Gabbard Lieu, Ted
Clarke (NY) Gallego Lipinski
Clay Garamendi Loebsack
Cleaver Graham Lofgren
Clyburn Grayson Lowenthal
Cohen Green, Al Lowey
Connolly Grijalva Lujan Grisham
Conyers Gutiérrez (NM)
Cooper Hahn Lujan, Ben Ray
Costa Hastings (NM)
Courtney Heck (WA) Lynch
Crowley Higgins Maloney,
Cuellar Himes Carolyn
Cummings Hinojosa Maloney, Sean

Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr

Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert

Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sinema
Sires

NAYS—240

Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
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Slaughter

Speier

Swalwell (CA)

Takano

Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Tonko

Torres

Tsongas

Van Hollen

Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez

Visclosky

Walz

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman

Welch

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
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Walorski Williams Young (AK)
Walters, Mimi Wilson (SC) Young (IA)
Weber (TX) Wittman Young (IN)
Webster (FL) Womack Zeldin
Wenstrup Woodall Zinke
Westerman Yoder
Whitfield Yoho
NOT VOTING—16

Beyer Herrera Beutler Sanchez, Loretta
Boyle, Brendan Huizenga (MI) Smith (WA)

F. Murphy (FL) Takai
Castro (TX) Pitts Titus
Fincher Rooney (FL) Westmoreland
Green, Gene Rush
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Mr. ROKITA changes his vote from
uyean tO una'y'n

Messrs. JEFFRIES, HUFFMAN,
VARGAS, and BUTTERFIELD changed
their votes from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR THE 12 U.S. MARINES
STATIONED AT KANEOHE MARINE CORPS BASE
(By unanimous consent, Ms. GABBARD

was allowed to speak out of order.)

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, today
we are gathered and rising in memory
of the 12 United States Marines sta-
tioned at the Kaneohe Marine Corps
base in my district who were tragically
lost the night of January 14 in a train-
ing accident.

We must never forget the risks that
our servicemembers take every single
day, whether they are in training or in
combat as they put their lives on the
line for the security of our Nation.

Major Shawn Campbell, College Sta-
tion, Texas.

Captain Brian Kennedy, Philadel-
phia, Pennsylvania.

Captain Kevin Rouche, St. Louis,
Missouri.

Captain Steven Torbert, Florence,
Alabama.

Sergeant Dillon Semolina, Chaska,
Minnesota.

Sergeant Adam Schoeller, Gardners,
Pennsylvania.

Sergeant Jeffrey Sempler, Woodruff,
South Carolina.

Sergeant William Turner, Florala,
Alabama.

Corporal Matthew Drown, Spring,
Texas.

Corporal Thomas Jardas, Fort Myers,
Florida.

Corporal Christopher
Hingham, Massachusetts.

Lance Corporal Ty Hart, Aumsville,
Oregon.

May we offer them a moment of si-
lence to honor their service, support
their loved ones, and our entire U.S.
Marines Corps in this tragic loss.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers will please rise for a moment of si-
lence.

Without objection, 5-minute voting
will continue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Orlando,
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Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 250, nays
169, not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 63]
YEAS—250

Abraham Graves (LA) Paulsen
Aderholt Graves (MO) Pearce
Allen Griffith Perry
Amash Grothman Peterson
Amodei Guinta Pittenger
Ashford Guthrie Pitts
Babin Hanna Poe (TX)
Barletta Hardy Poliquin
Barr Harper Pompeo
Barton Harris Posey
Benishek Hartzler Price, Tom
Bilirakis Hastings Ratcliffe
Bishop (GA) Heck (NV) Reed
Bishop (MI) Hensarling Reichert
Bishop (UT) Hice, Jody B. Renacci
Black Hill Ribble
Blackburn Holding Rice (SC)
Blum Hudson Rigell
Bost Huelskamp Roby
Boustany Hultgren Roe (TN)
Brady (TX) Hunter Rogers (AL)
Brgt ) Hurd (TX) Rogers (KY)
Bridenstine Hurt (VA) Rohrabacher
Brooks (AL) Issa ) Rokita
Brooks (IN) Jenkins (KS) Ros-Lehtinen
Buchanan Jenkins (WV) Roskam
Buck Johnson (OH) Ross
Bucshon Johnson, Sam Rothfus
Burgess Jolly Rouzer
Byrne Jones Royce
Calvert Jordan Russell
Cardenas Joyce Salmon
Carter (GA) Katko Sanford
Carter (TX) Kelly (MS) Scalise
Chabot, Kelly (PA) N
Chaffetz King (TA) Schweikert
. Scott, Austin
Clawson (FL) King (NY) X
Coffman Kinzinger (IL) Scott, David
; Sensenbrenner
Cole Kline Sessions
Collins (GA) Knight X
Collins (NY) Labrador Shimkus
Comstock LaHood Shuster
Conaway LaMalfa zinmegizn
Cook Lamborn :
Costa Lance Smn’,h (MO)
Costello (PA) Latta Sm}th (NE)
Cramer LoBiondo Smith (NJ)
Crawford Long Smith (TX)
Crenshaw Loudermilk Stefanik
Cuellar Love Stewart
Culberson Lucas Stivers
Curbelo (FL) Luetkemeyer Stutzman
Davis, Rodney Lummis Thompson (PA)
Denham MacArthur Thornberry
Dent Marchant Tiberi
DeSantis Marino Tipton
DesJarlais Massie Trott
Diaz-Balart McCarthy Turner
Dold McCaul Upton
Donovan McClintock Valadao
Duffy McHenry Wagner
Duncan (SC) McKinley Walberg
Duncan (TN) McMorris Walden
Ellmers (NC) Rodgers Walker
Emmer (MN) McSally Walorski
Farenthold Meadows Walters, Mimi
Fitzpatrick Meehan Walz
Fleischmann Messer Weber (TX)
Fleming Mica Webster (FL)
Flores Miller (FL) Wenstrup
Forbes Miller (MI) Westerman
Fortenberry Moolenaar Whitfield
Foxx Mooney (WV) Williams
Franks (AZ) Mullin Wilson (SC)
Frelinghuysen Mulvaney Wittman
Garrett Murphy (PA) Womack
Gibbs Neugebauer Woodall
Gibson Newhouse Yoder
Gohmert Noem Yoho
Goodlatte Nugent Young (AK)
Gosar Nunes Young (IA)
Gowdy Olson Young (IN)
Granger Palazzo Zeldin
Graves (GA) Palmer Zinke
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NAYS—169
Adams Garamendi Napolitano
Aguilar Graham Neal
Bass Grayson Nolan
Beatty Green, Al Norcross
Becerra Grijalva O’'Rourke
Bera Gutiérrez Pallone
Blumenauer Hahn Pascrell
Bonamici Heck (WA) Payne
Brady (PA) Higgins Pelosi
Brown (FL) Himes
Brownley (CA) Hinojosa g:gler;;utter
Bustos Honda Pingree
Butterfield Hoyer
Pocan
Capps Huffman .
Capuano Israel Po}ls
Carney Jackson Lee Price (NC)
Carson (IN) Jeffries Quigley
Cartwright Johnson (GA) Rgngel
Castor (FL) Johnson, E. B. Rice (NY)
Chu, Judy Kaptur Richmond
Cicilline Keating Roybal-Allard
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) Ruiz
Clarke (NY) Kennedy Ruppersberger
Clay Kildee Ryan (OH)
Cleaver Kilmer Sanchez, Linda
Clyburn Kind T.
Cohen Kirkpatrick Sarbanes
Connolly Kuster Schakowsky
Conyers Langevin Schiff
Cooper Larsen (WA) Schrader
Courtney Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Crowley Lawrence Serrano
Cummings Lee Sewell (AL)
Dayvis (CA) Levin Sherman
Davis,ADanny ngis Sires
DeFazio Lieu, Ted Slaughter
DeGette Lipinski Spei
peier
Delaney Loebsack Swalwell (CA)
DeLauro Lofgren :
Takai
DelBene Lowenthal
DeSaulnier Lowey Takano
. . Thompson (CA)
Deutch Lujan Grisham
Dingell (NM) Thompson (MS)
Doggett Lujan, Ben Ray  Lonko
Doyle, Michael (NM) Torres
F. Lynch Tsongas
Duckworth Maloney, Van Hollen
Edwards Carolyn Vargas
Ellison Maloney, Sean Veasey
Engel Matsui Vela
Eshoo McCollum Velazquez
Esty McDermott Visclosky
Farr McGovern Wasserman
Fattah McNerney Schultz
Foster Meeks Waters, Maxine
Frankel (FL) Meng Watson Coleman
Fudge Moore Welch
Gabbard Moulton Wilson (FL)
Gallego Nadler Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—14
Beyer Green, Gene Rush
Boyle, Brendan Herrera Beutler Sanchez, Loretta
F. Huizenga (MI) Smith (WA)
Castro (TX) Murphy (FL) Titus
Fincher Rooney (FL) Westmoreland
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So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday, February 1; Tuesday, February 2;
Wednesday, February 3; and Thursday, Feb-
ruary 4, 2016, | was on medical leave while
recovering from hip replacement surgery and
unable to be present for recorded votes. Had
| been present, | would have voted: “Yes” on
rollcall vote No. 46 (on the motion to suspend
the rules and pass H.R. 2187, as amended).
“Yes” on rollcall vote No. 47 (on the motion to
suspend the rules and pass H.R. 4168). “No”
on rollcall vote No. 48 (on ordering the pre-
vious question on H. Res. 594). “No” on roll-
call vote No. 49 (on agreeing to the resolution
H. Res. 594). “No” on rollcall vote No. 50 (on
agreeing to the Palazzo Amendment to H.R.
3700). “Yes” on rollcall vote No. 51 (on agree-
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ing to the Al Green Amendment to H.R. 3700).
“Yes” on rollcall vote No. 52 (on passage of
H.R. 3700). “No” on rollcall vote No. 53 (on
passage of H.R. 3762, objections of the Presi-
dent to the contrary notwithstanding). “No” on
rolicall vote No. 54 (on passage of H.R. 3662).
“No” on rollcall vote No. 55 (on ordering the
previous question on H. Res. 595). “No” on
rolicall vote No. 56 (on agreeing to the resolu-
tion H. Res. 595). “Yes” on rollcall vote No.
57 (on agreeing to the DeSaulnier Amendment
to H.R. 1675). “Yes” on rollcall vote No. 58
(on agreeing to the Issa Amendment to H.R.
1675). “Yes” on rollcall vote No. 59 (on agree-
ing to the Carolyn Maloney Amendment to
H.R. 1675). “Yes” on rollcall vote No. 60 (on
the motion to recommit H.R. 1675, with in-
structions). “No” on rollcall vote No. 61 (on
passage of H.R. 1675). “Yes” on rollcall vote
No. 62 (on the motion to recommit H.R. 766,
with instructions). “No” on rolicall vote No. 63
(on passage of H.R. 766).
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, my
vote was not recorded on rollcall No. 62 on
the Motion to Recommit for consideration of
H.R. 766, Financial Institution Customer Pro-
tection Act of 2015. | am not recorded be-
cause | was absent due to the birth of my son
in San Antonio, Texas. Had | been present, |
would have voted “aye.”

Mr. Speaker, my vote was not recorded on
rollcall No. 63 on the final consideration of
H.R. 766, Financial Institution Customer Pro-
tection Act of 2015. | am not recorded be-
cause | was absent due to the birth of my son
in San Antonio, Texas. Had | been present, |
would have vote “nay.”

———

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE,
AND TECHNOLOGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 2, 2016.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
Office of the Speaker of the House,
Washington, DC.

MR. SPEAKER: Due to my recent appoint-
ment to the House Budget Committee, I
hereby resign my position on the House
Science, Space, & Technology Committee.

Sincerely,
BILL JOHNSON,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

———

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on
Small Business:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 2, 2016.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
Office of the Speaker,
Washington, DC.

MR. SPEAKER: In light of my recent ap-
pointment to the House Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee, I hereby resign
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my position on the House Small Business
Committee.
Best Regards,
MIKE BOST,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

————

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on
the Budget:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 2, 2016.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
Office of the Speaker,
Washington, DC.

MR. SPEAKER: In light of my recent ap-
pointment as Chairman of the Select Panel
on Infant Lives, I hereby resign my position
on the House Budget Committee.

Best Regards,
MARSHA BLACKBURN,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY COMMITTEE
ON RULES REGARDING AMEND-
MENT PROCESS FOR H.R. 3293,
SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH IN THE
NATIONAL INTEREST ACT, AND
H.R. 2017, COMMON SENSE NUTRI-
TION DISCLOSURE ACT

(Mr. SESSIONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the Committee on Rules issued two
announcements outlining the amend-
ment processes for H.R. 3293, the Sci-
entific Research in the National Inter-
est Act, and H.R. 2017, the Common
Sense Nutrition Disclosure Act of 2015.

The amendment deadline for H.R.
3293 has been set for Monday, February
8, at 3 p.m. The amendment deadline
for H.R. 2017 has been set for 10 a.m. on
Tuesday, February 9.

Amendments should be drafted to the
text of each bill posted on the Com-
mittee on Rules Web site. Please feel
free to contact me or my staff at the
Committee on Rules for any questions.

———

ELECTING CERTAIN MEMBERS TO
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the House Republican Con-
ference, I send to the desk a privileged
resolution and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 602

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Guinta, to
rank immediately after Mr. Stutzman; and
Mr. Johnson of Ohio.
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE: Mr. Bost.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

RANKING MEMBERS OF A CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEE OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 603

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby ranked as follows on
the following standing committee of the
House of Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Mr.
Takai, after Mrs. Lawrence; and Ms. Adams,
after Ms. Clarke of New York.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RESEARCH EXCELLENCE AND AD-
VANCEMENTS FOR DYSLEXIA
ACT

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 3033)
to require the President’s annual budg-
et request to Congress each year to in-
clude a line item for the Research in
Disabilities Education program of the
National Science Foundation and to re-
quire the National Science Foundation
to conduct research on dyslexia, with
the Senate amendment thereto, and
concur in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate amendment:

Strike section 4 of the bill and insert the
following:

SEC. 4. DYSLEXIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with subsection
(c), the National Science Foundation shall sup-
port multi-directorate, merit-reviewed, and com-
petitively awarded research on the science of
specific learning disability, including dysleria,
such as research on the early identification of
children and students with dyslexia, profes-
sional development for teachers and administra-
tors of students with dyslexia, curricula and
educational tools needed for children with dys-
leria, and implementation and scaling of suc-
cessful models of dyslexia intervention. Re-
search supported under this subsection shall be
conducted with the goal of practical applica-
tion.

(b) AWARDS.—To promote development of
early career researchers, in awarding funds
under subsection (a) the National Science Foun-
dation shall prioritice applications for funding
submitted by early career researchers.
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(c) COORDINATION.—To prevent unnecessary
duplication of research, activities under this Act
shall be coordinated with similar activities sup-
ported by other Federal agencies, including re-
search funded by the Institute of Education
Sciences and the National Institutes of Health.

(d) FUNDING.—The National Science Founda-
tion shall devote not less than $5,000,000 to re-
search described in subsection (a), which shall
include not less than $2,500,000 for research on
the science of dyslexia, for each of fiscal years
2017 through 2021, subject to the availability of
appropriations, to come from amounts made
available for the Research and Related Activi-
ties account or the Education and Human Re-
sources Directorate under subsection (e). This
section shall be carried out using funds other-
wise appropriated by law after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

(e) AUTHORIZATION.—For each of fiscal years
2016 through 2021, there are authorized out of
funds appropriated to the National Science
Foundation, $5,000,000 to carry out the activities
described in subsection (a).

SEC. 5. DEFINITION OF SPECIFIC LEARNING DIS-
ABILITY.

In this Act, the term ‘‘specific learning dis-
ability’—

(1) means a disorder in 1 or more of the basic
psychological processes involved in under-
standing or in using language, spoken or writ-
ten, which disorder may manifest itself in the
imperfect ability to listen, think, speak, read,
write, spell, or do mathematical calculations;

(2) includes such conditions as perceptual dis-
abilities, brain injury, minimal brain dysfunc-
tion, dyslexia, and developmental aphasia; and

(3) does not include a learning problem that is
primarily the result of visual, hearing, or motor
disabilities, of intellectual disability, of emo-
tional disturbance, or of environmental, cul-
tural, or economic disadvantage.

Mr. SMITH of Texas (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the reading be dispensed
with.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the original request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCARTHY), the majority leader, for
the purpose of inquiring about the
schedule for the week to come and per-
haps thereafter.

(Mr. MCcCCARTHY asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, no votes
are expected in the House. On Tuesday,
the House will meet at noon for morn-
ing hour and 2 p.m. for legislative busi-
ness. Votes will be postponed until 6:30
p.m. On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning
hour and noon for legislative business.
On Friday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for legislative business.
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Mr. Speaker, the House will consider
a number of suspensions next week, a
complete list of which will be an-
nounced by close of business tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker, the House will also con-
sider H.R. 3293, the Scientific Research
in the National Interest Act, sponsored
by Representative LAMAR SMITH. This
bill will go a long ways toward pro-
viding greater transparency and ac-
countability at the National Science
Foundation. It is essential that we en-
sure precious Federal dollars are spent
on Federal grants that promote science
but do so in a way that is in the best
interest of the United States.

Additionally, the House will consider
H.R. 3442, the Debt Management and
Fiscal Responsibility Act, sponsored by
Representative KENNY MARCHANT. This
commonsense bill simply requires the
administration to report to Congress
on the status of the Nation’s debt and
their plans to address our fiscal prob-
lems prior to the Nation reaching its
debt limit. With more than $18 trillion
in public debt, we have a responsi-
bility, both Democrats and Repub-
licans, to show the American people a
path toward solvency.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will
consider H.R. 2017, the Common Sense
Nutrition Disclosure Act, sponsored by
Representative CATHY MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS. This important bill addresses a
harmful menu labeling regulation that
will burden every grocery store, con-
venience store, and pizza restaurant in
the country. Instead, our approach will
provide a reasonable and flexible way
for these businesses to provide cus-
tomers with nutritional information.

I thank the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for that information with respect to
the legislation that is going to be on
the floor next week.

I would simply say with respect to
one of these bills, the Debt Manage-
ment and Fiscal Responsibility Act, I
don’t know whether that bill requires
the House to do the same, but certainly
both the executive and the legislative
branches of government need to have a
responsible fiscal program and analysis
so that, in fact, we can move toward
fiscal balance. I look forward to having
that discussion next week on the floor.

Mr. Leader, we had a prayer break-
fast this morning. It was a moving and
very, I think, unifying time here in
Washington where we had Republicans
and Democrats and a lot of people from
around the world attending. We talked
about coming together. We talked
about respecting one another, talking
to one another, and serving our coun-
try and our people in a way consistent
with our various faiths.

In that context, I am going to ask
the gentleman some questions on the
scheduling, but I am hopeful that the
Speaker has indicated that he wants to
consider some broad issues. He refers
to five in particular: national security,
jobs and economic growth, health care,
poverty and opportunity, and restoring
the Constitution. I am not sure exactly
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what that last phrase means, but in
any event, I think all of us want to
make sure the Constitution is honored
and certainly adhered to.

However, it also appears—and we had
this discussion last week—that sub-
stantive legislation—that is, trans-
lating thoughts and objectives and vi-
sions into legislation—may not occur
in 2016. I don’t know that to be the
case, but I fear that to be the case, that
we will not offer to the American peo-
ple in this critically important elec-
tion year specifics as to what we might
do.

I mention specifically the Affordable
Care Act, which I know the gentle-
man’s party believes is not good policy,
whether or not we were going to con-
sider an alternative to do what your
party has said it is going to do for the
last 5 years, and that is repeal, but re-
place with policies. I think that would
be a useful discussion for us to have
and do so in a way that respects the in-
tegrity of each person’s view as to
what the best interests of our country
are.
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In addition, one of the pieces of legis-
lation would be the Voting Rights Act
amendment. I bring that up now be-
cause Speaker RYAN said yesterday, as
I understand it, that he was in favor of
doing a voting rights bill. I don’t know
that he went into specifics.

We believe that we need to address
this bill because we believe it was sub-
stantially undermined by the recent
decision of the Supreme Court some
few years ago. He indicated that that
was not going to be brought to the
floor because of Mr. GOODLATTE’S Oppo-
sition to that or, perhaps, the failure of
Mr. GOODLATTE to address that in com-
mittee.

I bring that up specifically because I
know, Mr. Leader, you made the obser-
vation, and I think you are quoted as
saying you believe the two parties can
achieve consensus on that legislation,
but we may not be able to move it for-
ward this year.

Excuse me. That speaks to criminal
justice system reform, not to voting
rights. I think we can reach consensus
on the criminal justice reform. I think
both parties believe that there are sub-
stantial areas that need to be ad-
dressed in criminal justice reform. Sen-
ator CORNYN has certainly indicated
that. Republicans and Democrats in
this House have indicated that.

My question to you is with respect to
the issues that I think we have all dis-
cussed and that the Speaker has dis-
cussed, such as: jobs and economic
growth; health care; poverty and op-
portunity, which we believe is a very
important issue; criminal justice re-
form; job creation; long-term fiscal
agreements so that we can replace the
sequester with a permanent rather
than an every-2-year resolution; com-
prehensive tax reform, which almost
all of us have said we are for—Mr.
CAMP brought a bill forward on that—
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comprehensive immigration reform; re-
storing voting rights, which I men-
tioned; taking action to address gun vi-
olence, which we are in favor of, and I
think clearly your side has indicated
that mental health is very much a
component of that and you want to ad-
dress that; and addressing our national
security challenges, which I agree with
the Speaker that is a primary responsi-
bility and concern of, I think, every-
body on the floor of this House.

My question, therefore, Mr. Leader,
is: Do you expect any substantive legis-
lation, rather than simply ideas that
both parties might express and put out
to the public, that would be trans-
parent, specific, and on which we could
have debates on alternative policies?
Do you expect, in the relatively short
time we have this year, to have legisla-
tion on the floor dealing with one or
more of those subjects?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I did take notes because you raised a
lot of different issues.

The first point, you talked about
Congressman KENNY MARCHANT’s bill
asking the administration to set a path
forward. I agree with you. That is why
I believe that any budget that comes
before this floor should balance in the
10-year window. I am proud of the fact
that, on this side of the aisle, we have
been able to do it, because that shows
you the path to solvency and how you
deal with this debt through big
changes.

You talked about what Speaker RYAN
laid out. These are big, bold, new ideas.
The Speaker says that they are going
to go through committee. Every Mem-
ber of this body, your side and ours,
will be able to participate. The legisla-
tion will come through committee.

Knowing these are bold ideas and the
time we have here, some will get done
and some may not get done by the end
of this calendar year, but that doesn’t
mean that we can’t finish the job.

If we want to save this country and
put us on a path of solvency and in-
creased growth, these are areas that we
find need to get done. We look forward
to you working with us on all of these
areas.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

I think, certainly, we agree that we
ought to work together. He and I have
worked together, as a matter fact, on
some very significant legislation more
than a month ago that passed the
House. I think the American public
wants that.

My urging to the majority leader
would be that each of these ideas, if we
are going to ultimately make them
policy, has to be translated into legis-
lation.

The gentleman says all of us will be
able to participate. Frankly, the gen-
tleman knows, as well as I do, that leg-
islation has to come to the floor for all
of us to engage in, hopefully, with the
ability to offer amendments and our
ideas on how to perfect legislation that
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may come out of the committees. I
would hope that we would see that.

The gentleman mentioned the budg-
et. I think the gentleman and others
have said they want to accelerate the
budget process. I think that is a good
idea. I have always felt that we ought
to move the budget and the appropria-
tions bills earlier than we have histori-
cally done so that we can get those to
the Senate, so they have time to work
on them and bring them back, in order
to have all 12 appropriations bills done
seriatim, one after another.

In my view, we are going to need a
bipartisan effort and not have poison
pills or the so-called riders in them in
order for the Senate to consider them
and be able to work their will and then
go to conference and get that done all
prior to October 1. I don’t know wheth-
er that is possible, but I think the gen-
tleman would say that would be cer-
tainly good to do, if in fact we could
get that done.

When does the gentleman expect the
budget, which is the start of that proc-
ess, to be on the floor?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. McCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Well, I was just speaking with the
Budget Committee chairman. He is try-
ing to move that process up. It is our
goal. If we can reach that goal before
the first part of March and get that
done, we can move up the appropria-
tions process.

As you know, it is difficult to move
too fast because you have the com-
mittee hearings and you want the
input and to be able to have the ac-
countability and oversight of all the
agencies. We have to have those hear-
ings so that both sides of the aisle are
in those committees and are able to
produce something that is very produc-
tive.

Yes, it is our goal to try to move the
process up this year. As soon as we
have that scheduled for the floor, I will
let you know.

Mr. HOYER. Am I correct, then, in
saying that our target is the first week
in March or the second week in March,
at the latest, for the budget?

Mr. MCCARTHY. We are looking at
that timeframe, yes.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate that infor-
mation.

Let me discuss a number of other
specific issues, if I can.

First of all, the Speaker indicated
that he wanted to see legislation on
the floor of the House by March 31 on
Puerto Rico. As you and I both know,
Puerto Rico is facing a fiscal crisis of
its own. It is going to need some au-
thority to deal with that crisis so that
neither the Americans living in Puerto
Rico are disadvantaged nor the chil-
dren and others—whether it is through
the educational system, the healthcare
system, providing power, or whatever
services are necessary—will not be ad-
versely impacted.

Can the gentleman give me an idea as
to what progress we are making to-
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wards seeing legislation on the floor by
March 31?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank my friend
for yielding.

As the gentleman knows, we are com-
mitted to addressing this issue. We
have had numerous meetings and we
have also had committee hearings.
Even this week, Chairman BISHOP and
the Natural Resources Committee are
hard at work to find the best path for-
ward.

We are committed to getting this
done. I will not prejudge the com-
mittee on what the solution should be,
but I know they are hard at work. We
continually monitor it week to week.
As soon as we have it scheduled, I will
notify the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for that.

Again, I would reiterate that, on the
voting rights issue, the Speaker is sup-
portive of some legislative treatment
addressing that issue.

Does the gentleman have any idea
when that might occur?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I think the gentleman is referring to
an article that we both read. I am not
sure that you were in the meeting. I
was not in the meeting.

Mr. HOYER. I was not.

Mr. McCARTHY. One thing that
Speaker RYAN has laid out for this
body is that it is not top-down, it is
bottom-up, and that we go through reg-
ular order. Committees are there to do
their work.

Look at the metrics of just this last
year: If you take the 25-year average, it
is usually a little over 300 bills come
through committee to this floor. We
are well over 500. So we’ve shown that
we are taking that path and improving
on having them come to the floor.

I think what the Speaker said and
what I read was that he may have a
personal opinion, but he wants it to go
through committee so that all voices
are heard and we have the opportunity
for amendments. When it gets out of
committee, we can move it to the floor.

I will keep you posted on when it is
scheduled.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate you keeping
me posted, but my frustration is that
this issue has been hanging around for
a very long period of time. When Mr.
Cantor had your position as majority
leader, he indicated he was receptive to
addressing it. The gentleman is cor-
rect; I was not there either, but I be-
lieve the Speaker is reported as having
said it needs to be addressed.

I understand bottom-up, but if bot-
tom doesn’t work, you never get up. 1
refer to the Export-Import Bank that
lay sanguinely for 2 years in the com-
mittee because the chairman was op-
posed to it when the majority of your
party was for it when it came to the
floor.

So it is one thing to say that we
ought to work bottom-up, but if the
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bottom is a stopper and creates grid-
lock, frankly, this body does not get to
do what its responsibility is, and that
is to reflect the will of the people, as
we did on the Export-Import Bank.

So I sympathize with the bottom-up,
and that is the way it ought to work;
but if, in fact, what we have is a block-
age to the people’s Representatives
having the ability to work their will
and reflect the United States citizens’
views, then democracy is not working.

We saw that in the Export-Import
Bank, in my opinion, which I worked
on very, very assiduously for over 2
years to get to this floor. Very frankly,
when it did get to this floor, as I said
repeatedly, it would enjoy the major-
ity’s support.

In my view, if a voting rights bill
gets to this floor, it will enjoy the ma-
jority’s support. As you know, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER was the sponsor. President
Bush was President when we passed the
Voting Rights Act in 2006. It passed
overwhelmingly in the House, over-
whelmingly in the Senate, and was
signed by President Bush.

I am certainly sympathetic to want-
ing to make sure that we follow reg-
ular order, but if regular order pre-
cludes democracy from working, then
it is irregular order and not in the best
interests of our country.

Lastly, Mr. Leader, recently, all of us
are concerned about Zika. We are all
focused on Zika. Can the gentleman
tell me whether or not there are any
planned efforts to address what is
clearly a very serious health crisis that
confronts not only us, but certainly
South America, Latin America, and
other parts of the world?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. McCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, but I do want to
thank the gentleman for still being
able to work Ex-Im Bank into the col-
loquy.

Mr. HOYER. You gave me such a
great opening.

Mr. McCARTHY. The gentleman
brings up a very serious issue. This is
something that should not be taken
lightly. This should not be partisan in
any way shape or form. This is some-
thing we should get ahead of. That is
why the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee has already scheduled and sent
out letters for hearings. SUSAN BROOKS
has a bill that she has been working on
dealing with this as well.

So, yes, we want to get in front of
this. I know we have been talking to
the administration as well. I look for-
ward to working with you in dealing
with this issue because this is not
something that should lay by the way-
side. This is something we have to get
in front of.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.
We certainly agree on that. I look for-
ward to working together to address it.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY,
FEBRUARY 4, 2016, TO MONDAY,
FEBRUARY 8, 2016

Mr. McCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 2 p.m. on Monday next and
that the order of the House of January
5, 2016, regarding morning-hour debate
not apply on that day.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KNIGHT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

————
0 1245

OBAMA ADMINISTRATION’S
HANDLING OF IRAN

(Mr. BABIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I feel com-
pelled to give voice to the millions of
Americans who continue to be dumb-
founded and frustrated by this adminis-
tration’s handling of Iran.

Shortly before President Obama’s
final State of the Union address, news
broke that 10 U.S. sailors had been cap-
tured by Iran’s Islamic Revolutionary
Guard.

Remarkably, the President did not
even mention our sailors in his speech
while TVs across the world became lit-
tered with pictures of our sailors on
their knees at gunpoint.

Even worse, Iran’s Supreme Leader
celebrated this incident last week by
awarding medals to those Iranians who
captured the intruding Americans.

Once the situation was resolved, Sec-
retary Kerry had the audacity to actu-
ally thank the Iranians, and Mr.
Obama then released billions of dollars
in sanctions to the Iranians.

This is yet another embarrassing epi-
sode of weakness and capitulation that
only serves to embolden our enemies
and increase the likelihood of further
conflict.

It is time that this administration
set aside what I would characterize as
disdain for our military and, instead,
defend our servicemembers with the
passion and respect that they have
earned and deserve.

——
EARTHQUAKE WARNING SYSTEMS

(Ms. BONAMICI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, my
home State of Oregon sits on the
Cascadia subduction zone, a fault that
separates the Juan de Fuca and North
America tectonic plates. We are due—
some say overdue—for an earthquake.

Oregonians are well aware of the dan-
gers facing our State, and I applaud the
President and Interior Secretary
Jewell for recognizing this potentially
devastating threat to the West Coast.

On Tuesday the White House con-
vened scientists, public officials, and
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private companies at a summit to dis-
cuss how to improve warning systems
and resilience to earthquakes. Oregon
was well represented by the Oregon di-
rector of Emergency Management and
by representatives from the University
of Oregon and Intel.

The University of Oregon manages
the USGS Pacific Northwest Seismic
Network and assists local governments
in preparing for disaster resilience.
Intel is a leader in efforts to involve
the private sector in helping businesses
and communities prepare for an earth-
quake.

We all know that better warning sys-
tems can save lives and save property.
I look forward to continuing to work
with all of my colleagues in Congress
to help communities prepare for earth-
quakes and related hazards.

————————

WISHING MELISSA TRAYLOR A
HAPPY 110TH BIRTHDAY

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to wish Me-
lissa Traylor of North East, located in
Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congressional
District, a very happy 110th birthday.

Melissa was born on February 6, 1906,
on a farm located along the Pennsyl-
vania and New York border. She later
married and moved to Detroit, where
she attended beautician school, eventu-
ally opening her own hair salon and
working for around three decades be-
fore retiring in the 1960s.

Melissa later moved to Florida before
eventually moving back to Erie County
in 2006 to be closer to her nieces and
nephews.

Mrs. Traylor remained active even
after her 100th birthday, flying in an
ultralight airplane with her nephew
when she turned 101.

Now I am looking forward to trav-
eling to the Erie area this weekend to
join family, friends, and other local
and State officials in wishing Melissa a
very happy birthday.

Mr. Speaker, only one out of 10,000
people live to be 100 years old. Even
more impressive is the fact that only 1
in 7 million people turn 110.

I wish Mrs. Traylor the best as she
continues her wonderful life.

CELEBRATING BLACK HISTORY
MONTH

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Black History
Month.

Black History Month is an oppor-
tunity for our Nation to honor the con-
tributions and accomplishments that
African Americans and civil rights or-
ganizations 1like the NAACP have
etched in the cornerstone of this Amer-
ica they helped change.
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The NAACP is the Nation’s oldest
and preeminent civil rights organiza-
tion. Established in 1909 to curb the
rampant discrimination plaguing our
country, today’s NAACP envisions an
America not defined by color.

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today to
ask Congress to help make the
NAACP’s dream a reality. Let’s restore
the full protection of the Voting Rights
Act, fix our broken criminal justice
system, and end the school-to-prison
pipeline.

We must continue to move forward to
ensure equality of opportunity for all
Americans, not just the privileged few.

During Black History Month, Mr.
Speaker, and every month, let us re-
commit ourselves to ending the jour-
ney and having a more just and perfect
union.

Lastly, I salute the NAACP and its
chairperson, Rosalyn Brock, and my
Columbus chapter NAACP chair, Nana
Jones.

———

THE JUSTICE FOR VICTIMS OF
TRAFFICKING ACT—CHANGING
THE LANDSCAPE FOR HUMAN
TRAFFICKING VICTIMS

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Brooke was a victim of human traf-
ficking and child pornography at the
age of 7. The nanny was selling Brooke
on the marketplace of sex slavery in
the United States. A small child sold
for sex in the United States is shame-
ful.

Brooke was scared, feeling alone, and
didn’t tell anyone about her plight. No
one spoke about sex trafficking then.
But sex slavery has been going on in
the United States for a long time,
women and children forced into this
scourge.

Brooke, with the help of her mother,
has spoken out against this evil.

Congress has also spoken out. Con-
gress passed a law last year that will
change the way we address human traf-
ficking in the United States.

The Justice for Victims of Traf-
ficking Act will provide and ensure
that America provides grants to rescue
and restore survivors like Brooke,
grants to educate the public, law en-
forcement, doctors, and educators to
identify, prevent, and prosecute human
trafficking.

Monsters that hurt victims will be
prosecuted, the sellers and the buyers.
Most importantly, the victims of slav-
ery will be rescued, restored, and treat-
ed as victims of crime.

Mr. Speaker, Congress has said that
our children are not for sale.

And that is just the way it is.

————

LESS OF US, MORE OF GOD
(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, this
week in Washington was one where
many came together in order to ex-
press their faith and fellowship and,
also, to pray.

It culminated in the National Prayer
Breakfast, where the President and our
House Speaker both were there with
many Congressional Members and lead-
ers and international leaders, all there
with the theme of ‘“‘Less of us, more of
God” expressed several times, spoken
by our President as well.

Also, he spoke of unity, as many did
in that gathering, unity that I think is
best expressed by this verse from the
Bible, 2 Chronicles 7:14:

“If my people, who are called by my
name, will humble themselves and pray
and seek my face and turn from their
wicked ways, then I will hear from
heaven, and I will forgive their sin and
will heal their land.”

Indeed, less of us, more of God.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 54 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, Feb-
ruary 8, 2016, at 2 p.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

4222. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Review Group, Farm Service Agency,
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Highly
Fractionated Indian Land (HFIL) Loan Pro-
gram (RIN: 0560-AI32) received February 3,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added
by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat.
868); to the Committee on Agriculture.

4223. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the
approved retirement of Lieutenant General
Bernard S. Champoux, United States Army,
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list, in accordance
with 10 U.S.C. 777; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

4224. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s reports entitled ‘“‘Community Serv-
ices Block Grant Reports to Congress for
Fiscal Years 2011 and 2012’ and ‘‘Community
Services Block Grant Performance Measure-
ment Reports’’, pursuant to Secs. 678B(c) and
678E(b)(2) of the Community Services Block
Grant Act; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

4225. A letter from the PRAO Branch Chief,
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program,
Food and Nutrition Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
interim final rule — SNAP Requirement for
National Directory of New Hires Employ-
ment Verification and Annual Program Ac-
tivity Reporting [FNS-2015-0029] (RIN: 0584-
ARE36) received February 3, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

4226. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Inter-
national Bureau, Federal Communications
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Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Comprehensive Review of Li-
censing and Operating Rules for Satellite
Services [IB Docket No.: 12-267] received Feb-
ruary 3, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

4227. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Lebanon that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13441 of August 1,
2007, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

4228. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of
Defense, transmitting reports containing the
status of the Foreign Military Financing Ac-
count Direct Loans, the Foreign Military
Liquidating Account Direct Loans, and the
Foreign Military Debt Reduction Account
Direct Loans as of September 30, 2015 as re-
quired by Sec. 25(a)(11) of the Arms Export
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

4229. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4230. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4231. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4232. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4233. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4234. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Office of the General Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting a notification
of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112 Stat.
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

4235. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Executive and Political Personnel, Depart-
ment of the Air Force, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4236. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of the Army, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4237. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of the Army, transmitting a notifi-

February 4, 2016

cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4238. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of the Navy, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

4239. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the an-
nual Report to Congress for the North Slope
Science Initiative, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
15906(e); Public Law 109-58, Sec. 348(e); (119
Stat. 708); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

4240. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s interim final
rule — Visas: Documentation of Non-
immigrants under the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, as Amended (RIN: 1400-AD17)
received February 3, 2016, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

4241. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Army, Civil Works, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the City of Manhattan,
Kansas Local Protection Project: Flood Risk
Management Feasibility Study for April 30,
2016, pursuant to Public Law 91-611, Sec. 216;
(84 Stat. 1830) (H. Doc. No. 114—98); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and ordered to be printed.

4242. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Army, Civil Works, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Charleston Harbor
Post 45: Final Integrated Feasibility Report
and Environmental Impact Statement for
January 2016, pursuant to Public Law 91-611,
Sec. 216; (84 Stat. 1830) (H. Doc. No. 114—99);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure and ordered to be printed.

4243. A letter from the Senior Assistant
Chief Counsel for Hazmat Safety Law Divi-
sion, PHMSA, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Hazardous Materials: Adoption of
Special Permits (MAP-21) (RRR) [Docket
No.: PHMSA-2013-0042 (HM-233F)] (RIN: 2137-
AF00) received February 2, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

4244. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Army, Civil Works, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Leon Creek Water-
shed: Texas Interim Feasibility Report and
Integrated Environmental Assessment for
April 2014 (H. Doc. No. 114—100); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
and ordered to be printed.

4245. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Revenue Ruling: 2016 Prevailing State
Assumed Interest Rates (Rev. Rul. 2016-02)
received February 2, 2016, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

4246. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Revocation of Rev. Rul. 2008-15 (Rev.
Rul. 2016-3) received February 2, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

4247. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Revenue Procedure 2016-10 (Rev. Proc.
2016-10) received February 2, 2016, pursuant
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to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

4248. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Update of Weighted Average Interest
Rates, Yield Curves, and Segment Rates [No-
tice 2016-07] received February 2, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

4249. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Guidance Relating to Refunds of For-
eign Tax for Which an Election Was Made
Under Section 853 [Notice 2016-10] received
February 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

4250. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Section 506 Notification Requirement
for New and Certain Existing Section
501(c)(4) Organizations [Notice 2016-09] re-
ceived February 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

4251. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Applicable Federal Rates — February
2016 [Rev. Rul. 2016-4] received February 2,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added
by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat.
868); to the Committee on Ways and Means.

4252. A letter from the Deputy Director,
ODRM, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim final rule — State Health Insurance
Assistance Program (SHIP) (RIN: 0985-AAl11)
received February 3, 2016, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); jointly to the
Committees on Ways and Means and Energy
and Commerce.

4253. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report entitled “FY 2015 Report to
Congress: Review of Medicare’s Program for
Oversight of Accrediting Organizations and
the Clinical Laboratory Improvement Vali-
dation Program’, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
139511(b); Aug. 14, 1935, ch. 531, title XVIII,
Sec. 1875(b) (as amended by Public Law 110-
275, Sec. 125(b)(4)); (122 Stat. 2519); jointly to
the Committees on Ways and Means and En-
ergy and Commerce.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform. H.R. 901. A bill to
prohibit accessing pornographic web sites
from Federal computers, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 114-415). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:
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By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself and
Mr. ROONEY of Florida):

H.R. 4460. A bill to reduce sports-related
concussions in youth, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia (for
himself, Mr. ALLEN, Mrs. BLACKBURN,
Mr. BRAT, Mr. BUCK, Mr. BURGESS,
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. CRAMER,

Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. DUNCAN of
South Carolina, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. GRAVES of

Georgia, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. KING of
Iowa, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. PALAZZO,
Mr. PALMER, Mr. PEARCE, Mr.
RATCLIFFE, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. ROUZER,
Mr. SALMON, Mr. STEWART, Mr.
STUTZMAN, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr.
WESTMORELAND, Mr. WILSON of South
Carolina, Mr. YOHO, Mrs. LUMMIS,
and Mr. MICA):

H.R. 4461. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide that agencies may
not deduct labor organization dues from the
pay of Federal employees, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr.
ROSKAM, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
BRrRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. RODNEY
DAvVIs of Illinois, Mr. DEFAzIO, Mr.
DELANEY, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. ESHO0O,
Mr. HANNA, Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms.
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico, Mr. PIERLUISI, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. TONKO, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. CUM-
MINGS):

H.R. 4462. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to require certain institu-
tions of higher education to provide notice of
tuition levels for students; to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce.

By Ms. ESTY (for herself and Mr. GIB-
SON):

H.R. 4463. A bill to amend the Comprehen-
sive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 to modify pro-
visions relating to brownfield remediation
grants, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (for herself, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms.
EDWARDS, Mr. GRAYSON, and Ms.
ESTY):

H.R. 4464. A bill to ensure that Federal re-
search and development in support of civil
aviation remains at the forefront of address-
ing challenges confronting the Nation’s air
transportation system, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

By Mr. DENHAM (for himself, Mr.
CHAFFETZ, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, Mr. DEFAZzZIO, Mr. BARLETTA,
and Mr. CARSON of Indiana):

H.R. 4465. A Dbill to decrease the deficit by
consolidating and selling Federal buildings
and other civilian real property, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.
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By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for
himself, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr.
RATCLIFFE):

H.R. 4466. A bill to exempt the Lower Bois
d’Arc Creek Reservoir Project from the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. HUFFMAN, and
Ms. BONAMICI):

H.R. 4467. A Dbill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to allow for advertising re-
lating to certain activities in compliance
with State law; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. HANNA, and Mr. DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee):

H.R. 4468. A Dbill to establish a Water Infra-
structure Investment Trust Fund, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition
to the Committees on Ways and Means, and
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Mr.
KELLY of Pennsylvania, and Ms. JEN-
KINS of Kansas):

H.R. 4469. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve access to health
care through expanded health savings ac-
counts, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committees on the Judiciary, and En-
ergy and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan, Mr. WALBERG,
Mr. AMASH, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr.
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. BISHOP of
Michigan, Mrs. DINGELL, Mrs. LAW-
RENCE, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. TROTT,
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. PAYNE, and
Ms. EDWARDS):

H.R. 4470. A bill to amend the Safe Drink-
ing Water Act with respect to the require-
ments related to lead in drinking water, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. HONDA (for himself and Mr.
HINOJOSA):

H.R. 4471. A bill to improve quality and ac-
countability for educator preparation pro-
grams; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce.

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana (for himself
and Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois):

H.R. 4472. A bill to amend title IV of the
Social Security Act to require States to
adopt a centralized electronic system to help
expedite the placement of children in foster
care or guardianship, or for adoption, across
State lines, and to provide grants to aid
States in developing such a system, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SALMON, Mr.
SCHWEIKERT, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr.
GALLEGO, Ms. SINEMA, and Ms.
MCSALLY):

H.R. 4473. A bill to authorize, direct, expe-
dite, and facilitate a land exchange in
Yavapai County, Arizona, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.
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By Mr. ABRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
DENHAM, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. KIND,
Mr. LUcCAs, Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia,
Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. POMPEO, and Mr.
BLUM):

H.R. 4474. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain farming
business machinery and equipment as 5-year
property for purposes of depreciation; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Mr. TAKAI,
Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. MOORE, Ms. LEE, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms.
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr.
RICHMOND, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. PLASKETT,
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of
California, Ms. JuDy CHU of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. POCAN, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr.
HONDA):

H.R. 4475. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to award
grants to support the access of marginalized
youth to sexual health services, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. BLUM:

H.R. 4476. A bill to provide that the rates of
pay for Members of Congress shall be reduced
following any fiscal year in which there is a
Federal deficit; to the Committee on House
Administration, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CLAWSON of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. BLUM, and Mr. ROONEY of
Florida):

H.R. 4477. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require voice mail for certain
telephone lines paid for by the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself and Mr.
ZINKE):

H.R. 4478. A bill to amend the Military Se-
lective Service Act to extend the registra-
tion and conscription requirements of the
Selective Service System, currently applica-
ble only to men between the ages of 18 and
26, to women between those ages to reflect
the opening of Combat Arms Military Occu-
pational Specialties to women; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Mr. KILDEE:

H.R. 4479. A Dbill to provide emergency as-
sistance related to the Flint water crisis,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committees on Transportation and In-
frastructure, Education and the Workforce,
Financial Services, and the Budget, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. LOWENTHAL (for himself, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. KEATING, Ms. NOR-
TON, and Mr. PIERLUISI):

H.R. 4480. A bill to implement the Agree-
ment on the Conservation of Albatrosses and
Petrels, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. LOWEY (for herself and Mr.
REICHERT):
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H.R. 4481. A Dbill to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 to provide assistance for
developing countries to promote quality
basic education and to establish the goal of
all children in school and learning as an ob-
jective of the United States foreign assist-
ance policy, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. MCSALLY (for herself, Mr. CAR-
TER of Georgia, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. McCAUL, Mr.
WALKER, Mr. YoOuNG of Iowa, Ms.
SINEMA, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. SALMON, and
Mr. SCHWEIKERT):

H.R. 4482. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to prepare a southwest
border threat analysis, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity.

By Mr. PEARCE:

H.R. 4483. A bill to appoint a special inves-
tigator to determine the role of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency in the Gold King
Mine spill and its downstream environ-
mental effects, provide compensation to in-
jured persons, fund certain long-term water
quality monitoring programs, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and in addition to
the Committees on the Judiciary, Rules, En-
ergy and Commerce, and Agriculture, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Miss RICE OF NEW YORK (for her-
self, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. KING of New
York, Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. ZELDIN):

H.R. 4484. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a study of alter-
natives for commemorating Long Island’s
aviation history, including a determination
of the suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating parts of the study area as a unit of
the National Park System, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee:

H.R. 4485. A bill to ensure that public hous-
ing dwelling units are occupied by low-in-
come families, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. WENSTRUP (for himself, Mr.
BRIDENSTINE, Mr. JORDAN, Mr.
MASSIE, and Mr. FLORES):

H.R. 4486. A Dbill to hold the salaries of
Members of a House of Congress in escrow if
the House of Congress does not hold a vote
on final passage of each regular appropria-
tion bill for a fiscal year prior to the begin-
ning of that fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration.

By Mr. SESSIONS:

H. Res. 602. A resolution electing certain
Members to standing committees of the
House of Representatives; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. BECERRA:

H. Res. 603. A resolution ranking Members
of a certain standing committee of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (for
himself, Mr. COLE, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr.
MCNERNEY, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. FARR, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Ms. ESHOO, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. RUSH, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms.
KAPTUR, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-
fornia, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
BisHoP of Utah, Mr. MICHAEL F.
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mrs. NOEM,
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs.
WALORSKI, Mr. CLAY, Mr. TAKAI, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr.
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HONDA, Mr. SIRES, Mr. ELLISON, Ms.
WILSON of Florida, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr.
CLEAVER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
HASTINGS, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON of Texas, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia,
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of
California, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CAPUANO,
Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr.
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms.
PINGREE, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. McCoL-
LUM, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mrs.
KIRKPATRICK, Mr. GENE GREEN of
Texas, Mr. TONKO, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. DOLD,
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. ESTY, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr.
MOULTON, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. TAKANO,
Mrs. TORRES, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. THOMPSON of California,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
HECK of Washington, Ms. BONAMICI,
Mr. BEYER, Mr. KILMER, Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia, Mr. RICE of South Caro-
lina, Mr. VELA, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. SCHIFF,
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. BERA, Mr. CUELLAR,
Ms. ADAMS, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr.
CARDENAS, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. DELANEY, Ms. DELBENE, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs. CAROLYN
B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. PoL1s, Miss RICE
of New York, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. DEFAZzIO, Mr. HIGGINS,
Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. CARNEY, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. HAHN,
Mr. PETERSON, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr.
DONOVAN, Mr. HOYER, Mr. VARGAS,
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
KIND, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. CICILLINE,
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. GOwWDY, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. DOGGETT,
Mr. VEASEY, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. BISHOP of Geor-
gia, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. SINEMA, Mr.
CosTA, Mr. RuUiz, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
MENG, Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. KUSTER,
Mrs. DAvis of California, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico,
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. SHUSTER,
Mr. BECERRA, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mr. BRENDAN
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. BASS,
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. KEATING, Mr. NEAL,
Mr. LYNCH, Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. COOPER,
Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. FORTENBERRY,
Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr.
WALz, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. HIMES,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mrs. BUSTOS,
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms.
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. TITUS, Mr.
FOSTER, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. McGoOV-
ERN, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms.
LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, Mrs.
LAWRENCE, Ms. LEE, Mr. MCDERMOTT,
Mr. PocAN, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr.
GIBSON, Mr. CoLLINS of New York,
Mr. HANNA, Mr. REED, Mr. KATKO, Ms.
STEFANIK, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. TIBERI, Mr.
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RENACCI, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. JENKINS of
Kansas, Mr. BARTON, Mr. BRADY of
Texas, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. BURGESS,
Mr. KiNG of Iowa, Mr. YODER, Mr.
HUNTER, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr.
WALBERG, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. CREN-
SHAW, Mr. JOLLY, Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey, Mr. PITTS, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
PoMPEO, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr.
RIGELL, Mr. BRAT, Mr. HURT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. HURD of Texas, Mr. SMITH
of Nebraska, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. HILL,
Mr. WOMACK, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mrs. ELLMERS of North Caro-
lina, Mr. YouNG of Alaska, Mr. ROO-
NEY of Florida, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. AMODEI, Mr.
KLINE, Mr. LucAs, and Mr. MULLIN):

H. Res. 604. A resolution recognizing the
establishment of the Congressional Patriot
Award and congratulating the first award re-
cipients, Sam Johnson and John Lewis, for
their patriotism and selfless service to the
country; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

By Mr. FOSTER:

H. Res. 605. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the Office of Technology Assessment should
be reestablished; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. SPEIER, Mr.

NoOLAN, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. DENT, Ms.
McCoLLUM, Ms. LEE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms.
BORDALLO, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. COOPER, Mr.

CICILLINE, and Mr. MCGOVERN):

H. Res. 606. A resolution expressing support
for designation of February 4, 2016, as Na-
tional Cancer Prevention Day; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. ROSS:

H. Res. 607. A resolution condemning and
censuring President Barack Obama; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 4460.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia:

H.R. 4461.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The authority enumerated in clause 18 of
Section 8 of Article 1 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT:

H.R. 4462.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 (relating to the power
of Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties,
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and
provide for the common defense and general
welfare of the United States.)

By Ms. ESTY:

H.R. 4463.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution
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By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas:

H.R. 4464.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. DENHAM:

H.R. 4465.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution, specifically Clause 1 (relating
to providing for the general welfare of the
United States) and Clause 18 (relating to the
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress) and clause 17 (relating to authority
over district as the seat of government), and
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (relating to
the power of Congress to dispose of and make
all needful rules and regulations respecting
the territory or other property belonging to
the United States).

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas:

H.R. 4466.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 4467.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause I

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 4468.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘to provide
for . .. the general Welfare of the United
States;”

By Mr. PAULSEN:

H.R. 4469.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 (to lay and
collect taxes) and Clause 18 (necessary and
proper)

By Mr. KILDEE:

H.R. 4470.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8.

By Mr. HONDA:

H.R. 4471.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

section 8 of article I of the Constitution.

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana:

H.R. 4472.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution, to ‘“‘provide for the com-
mon Defence and general Welfare of the
United States.”

By Mr. GOSAR:

H.R. 4473.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (the Prop-
erty Clause).

Under this clause, Congress has the power
to dispose of and make all needful rules and
regulations respecting the territory or other
property belonging to the United States. By
virtue of this enumerated power, Congress
has governing authority over the lands, ter-
ritories, or other property of the United
States- and with this authority Congress is
vested with the power to all owners in fee,
the ability to sell, lease, dispose, exchange,
convey, or simply preserve land. The Su-
preme Court has described this enumerated
grant as one ‘‘without limitation” Kleppe v
New Mexico, 426 U.S. 529, 542-543 (1976) (‘‘And
while the furthest reaches of the power
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granted by the Property Clause have not
been definitely resolved, we have repeatedly
observed that the power over the public land
thus entrusted to Congress is without limita-
tion.”’)

Historically, the federal government trans-
ferred ownership of federal property to either
private ownership or the states in order to
pay off large Revolutionary War debts and to
assist with the development of infrastruc-
ture. The transfers codified by this legisla-
tion are thus constitutional.

By Mr. ABRAHAM:

H.R. 4474.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution

By Ms. ADAMS:

H.R. 4475.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United, or in
any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mr. BLUM:

H.R. 4476.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 6, Clause 1

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. CLAWSON of Florida:

H.R. 4477.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8

By Mr. HUNTER:

H.R. 4478.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 12-14: To raise
and support Armies, but no Appropriation of
Money to that Use shall be for a longer Term
than two Years; To provide and maintain a
Navy; To make Rules for the Government
and Regulation of the land and naval Forces

By Mr. KILDEE:

H.R. 4479.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8.

By Mr. LOWENTHAL:

H.R. 4480.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. LOWEY:

H.R. 4481.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I.

By Ms. MCSALLY:

H.R. 4482.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1—The Con-
gress shall have power to lay and collect
taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the
debts and provide for the common defense
and general welfare of the United States; but
all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni-
form throught the United States.

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. PEARCE:
H.R. 4483.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution
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By Miss RICE of New York:

H.R. 4484.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘“The Con-
gress shall have power to lay and collect
taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the
debts and provide for the common defense
and general welfare of the United States; but
all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States;”

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: ‘“To make
all laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into execution the foregoing
powers, and all other powers vested by this
Constitution in the government of the
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof.”

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee:

H.R. 4485.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional power of congress to
regulate commerce in and among the states,
as enumerate in Article 1, Section 8, Clause
3 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. WENSTRUP:

H.R. 4486.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 6, Clause 1

————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 27: Mr. ToM PRICE of Georgia.

H.R. 131: Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 140: Mr. BRAT.

H.R. 188: Mr. FATTAH and Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 228: Mr. MARINO and Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 250: Mr. ASHFORD.

H.R. 267: Mr. JONES and Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 343: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.

H.R. 347: Mr. WILLIAMS.

H.R. 448: . LEVIN.

H.R. 534: . SMITH of Missouri.

H.R. 624: . KINZINGER of Illinois.

H.R. 721: . FUDGE.

H.R. 793: . PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 840: . KUSTER.

H.R. 850: Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 939: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania.

H.R. 1197: Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 1227: Mr. AGUILAR.

H.R. 1391: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. VEASEY, Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas.

H.R. 1397: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.

H.R. 1421: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 1427: Mr. PALAZZO.
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H.R. 1475: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 1486: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
GIBBS, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. COLE, Mr. CHABOT,
Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. STEWART, Mr.
DESANTIS, Mr. GOSAR, and Mr. PALMER.

H.R. 1492: Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 1581: Ms. MCSALLY
SCHWEIKERT.

H.R. 1635: Mr.

H.R. 1671: Mr.

H.R. 1769: Mr.
Georgia.

H.R. 1887:

H.R. 1988:

H.R. 2005:

H.R. 2460:

H.R. 2518:

H.R. 2566:

and Mr.
WESTMORELAND.

BRAT.

WENSTRUP and Mr. CARTER of

Mr. HANNA.
Mrs. BEATTY.
Mr. BLUMENAUER.
Mr. SERRANO.
Mr. PETERS.
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK.
H.R. 2698: Mr. ROSKAM.
H.R. 2737: Mr. POE of Texas.
H.R. 3036: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. NOR-
CROsSS, and Mr. GARRETT.
H.R. 3051: Mr. BEYER and Mr. O’ROURKE.
H.R. 3088: Mr. MACARTHUR.
H.R. 3099: Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mrs. BEATTY,
Mrs. DAVIS of California, and Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 3119: Mr. GUINTA and Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 3177: Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 3209: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. BISHOP of
Michigan.

H.R. 3223: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 3229: Mr. SHUSTER.

H.R. 3308: Mr. LEWIS and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3513: Mr. HONDA and Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 3516: Mr. AMODEI and Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 3537: Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 3713: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MCGOVERN, and
Mr. GARRETT.

H.R. 3765: Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 3779: Mr. FORBES and Ms. GABBARD.

H.R. 3917: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. PETERSON,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New
Mexico, and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3926: Mr. LARSEN of Washington and
Ms. LEE.

H.R. 3952: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida.

H.R. 3965: Mr. HUFFMAN and Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 3970: Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

4009: Mr. FARR.
4019: Mrs. LOWEY.
4043: Mr. PETERS.
4073: Mr. LANGEVIN and Mr. TROTT.
4087: Mr. LOEBSACK.
4114: Mr. HECK of Nevada.
4140: Mr. NUGENT.
4197: Mr. BRAT.
H.R. 4207: Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 4229: Mr. DEUTCH and Mrs. MIMI WAL-
TERS of California.
H.R. 4247: Mr. BABIN and Mr. MILLER of
Florida.
H.R. 4262: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.
H.R. 4313: Mr. AMODEI.
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H.R. MCCLINTOCK and Mrs.
LOWEY.

H.R. 4342: Mr. SCHRADER.

H.R. 4365: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas.

HR. 4371: Mr. GOHMERT
DESJARLAIS.

H.R. 4380: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 4386: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr.
GALLEGO, and Ms. GABBARD.

H.R. 4400: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. SPEIER,
and Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 4420: Mrs. LumMMIS, Mr. BRAT, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. WALBERG, Mr.
GRIFFITH, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. BABIN, Mrs. MIL-
LER of Michigan, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. FLO-
RES, Mr. MCKINLEY, and Mr. YOHO.

H.R. 4448: Mr. BURGESS.

H.J. Res. 55: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan.

H. Con. Res. 98: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr.
SMITH of Washington.

H. Con. Res. 105: Mr. PERRY.

H. Con. Res. 108: Mr. MILLER of Florida,
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. COLLINS
of Georgia.

H. Res. 154: Mr. ROYCE.

H. Res. 220: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, and Mrs. LOWEY.

H. Res. 343: Ms. PINGREE.

H. Res. 393: Mr. LEVIN.

H. Res. 419: Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr.
KINZINGER of Illinois and Mr. ROONEY of
Florida.

H. Res. 424: Mr. JOLLY.

H. Res. 469: Mr. BABIN.

H. Res. 561: Mr. PETERS.

H. Res. 567: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr.
HuDSON, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Miss RICE of
New York, and Mr. ToM PRICE of Georgia.

H. Res. 571: Mr. YOHO, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of
Texas, and Mr. PERRY.

H. Res. 588: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, and Mr. ZINKE.

H. Res. 591: Mr. ROUZER, Mr. YOHO, Mr.
Lucas, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. BosT, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
PALAZZO, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr.
HURT of Virginia, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. COL-
LINS of New York, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.
GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. ROONEY of Florida,
Mr. RosS, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. NOLAN, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. BISHOP of Michi-
gan, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr.
CRAWFORD, Mr. HURD of Texas, Mr. WOMACK,
Mr. DENHAM, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. HARPER, Mr.
SCHRADER, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania,
Mr. CosTA, Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr.
ABRAHAM, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. NEUGE-
BAUER, Mr. FLORES, Mr. GIBBS, Mr.
LAMALFA, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr.
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. BROOKS of Ala-
bama, and Ms. ESTY.

4333: Mr.

and Mr.
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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Father of love, who lives and reigns
in majesty, we honor Your Name.

Today, use our lawmakers to advance
Your kingdom of good will on Earth.
Deliver them from ungodly pride and
ungenerous judgments, as You inspire
them to seek Your wisdom and to fol-
low Your precepts. Give them the wis-
dom to labor to mend broken hearts, to
repair shattered dreams, and to leave
the world better than they found it.
Lord, teach them to cherish the things
that endure, remembering always their
accountability to You.

Lord, bless also the many members of
their staffs who work faithfully behind
the scenes to keep America strong.

We pray in Your precious Name.
Amen.

—————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FLAKE). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

———

75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE USO

Mr. MCcCCONNELL. Mr. President,
when Americans hear “USO,” they
often think of Bob Hope. There is no
question that he helped to lift the spir-
its of countless men and women in uni-

Senate

form, but the USO impacts military
personnel in a number of other impor-
tant ways, too, which is something it
has been doing literally for decades—in
fact, 75 years to the day. I think every
colleague will join me in commemo-
rating this impressive 75-year history.

Our men and women in uniform sac-
rifice a great deal to defend us, and so
do their families. One of the things the
USO excels at is helping them to stay
connected—connected to hometowns,
connected to loved ones, connected to
the simpler joys in life. From providing
deployed soldiers, sailors, airmen, and
marines with an opportunity to phone
home, to providing world-class enter-
tainment, to helping servicemembers
find meaningful employment once
their service is complete, the USO’s
mission is broad in scope and has made
a lasting and positive impact on many
since it was first conceived just before
World War II. Much of that credit is
due to Americans’ willingness to volun-
teer.

Our military personnel—especially
our forward deployed and combat arms
units—willingly trade the comforts of
home for harsh living conditions. They
often forgo life’s precious moments,
such as celebrating a child’s birthday
or a first day at school, and they are
willing to put everything on the line
for us. The USO provides one more
platform to say ‘‘thank you” for that
service, to show gratitude for that sac-
rifice, to let every man and woman in
uniform know what they mean to us.

Congratulations to the USO for 75
years of service to our troops and their
families. We hope you will continue
your important work for many years to
come.

————
ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, the cloture vote
with respect to the Murkowski amend-
ment No. 2953 occur at 11:30 a.m. today

and that the cloture vote with respect
to S. 2012 follow that vote in the usual
form and that the additional time be
equally divided.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

———

75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE USO
AND COMMENDING WAYNE NEW-
TON

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I want to
join my Republican colleague, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Kentucky,
and underscore everything he said
about the USO. As just a point of per-
sonal privilege, one of the successors of
Bob Hope is Wayne Newton. President
Bush selected him to lead the USO,
which he did for many years.

There has never been a more success-
ful nightclub entertainer than Wayne
Newton. He is known all over the world
for his voice and his performances. He
traveled the world during the time he
was that person chosen by the Presi-
dent to represent the USO. He is one of
the most patriotic persons I have ever
known, and I admire him very much. I
want to ensure that the record reflects
his friendship to me and all the vet-
erans in America.

Certainly, I appreciate very much
joining in this celebration of the USO.

FLINT, MICHIGAN, WATER CRISIS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, 100,000 peo-
ple in Flint, MI, have been poisoned,
but sadly the Republicans are doing
nothing. Nine thousand children, all
under the age of 6, have been poisoned.
Their brains have been attacked. Still,
Republicans have refused to do any-
thing to help.

For the last 2 weeks, the Senators
from Michigan have worked on an

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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amendment that would allow Federal
funds to address the Flint water crisis.
Senators STABENOW and PETERS
worked hard to negotiate with Repub-
licans. But almost having an agree-
ment in place is not an agreement. We
need Republicans to work with us to
reach an agreement and let the people
of Flint know that help is on its way;
otherwise, Senate Republicans will
continue ignoring Flint. If that is the
case, then I would like my Republican
colleagues to come to the floor and ex-
plain to this country why this man-
made disaster in Flint is not worthy of
the Republicans’ attention. Tell us why
100,000 Americans should be forced to
drink polluted water and bathe in poi-
sonous water.

One mother told Senator STABENOW: I
was doing everything I could for my
children. I made sure that they stopped
drinking soda pop. So they didn’t have
soda pop. They drank water. But it was
horrible water, and it has affected my
children’s lives. She said: I am respon-
sible for the poisoning of my children.

I heard statements made by the as-
sistant Republican leader earlier this
week, and here is a direct quote:
“While we all have sympathy for
what’s happened in Flint, this is pri-
marily a local and State responsi-
bility.”

I don’t know if ‘‘outrageous’ is suffi-
cient to describe this. After all, it was
the assistant Republican leader who
just last year welcomed Federal dis-
aster assistance for the people of Texas
because of the terrible flooding that
was taking place. Again in 2013, the
town of West, which is in Texas, suf-
fered a catastrophic explosion of a fer-
tilizer plant—another manmade dis-
aster. The Senator from Texas was
quick to seek Federal assistance. He
said:

We will aggressively pursue this matter
with FEMA and pursue all appeals and rem-
edies available to us. . . . This was a disaster
area and their failure to acknowledge it as
such is just inexcusable. We're going to get
the residents of West the assistance they
need.

The junior Senator from Texas—one
of the many Republicans running for
President—was just as eager to accept
Federal funds. He said:

I am confident that the Texas congres-
sional delegation, Senator Cornyn and I . . .
will stand united as Texans in support of the
Federal Government fulfilling its statutory
obligations, and stepping in to respond to
this natural disaster.

According to Senator CRUZ, the Fed-
eral Government had an obligation to
help Texas. He is right. We had an obli-
gation, and we fulfilled that obligation.
But we also have an obligation to help
Flint, MI.

I ask my colleagues from Texas and
the other Republicans here in the Sen-
ate, why are floods and explosions in
Texas disasters worthy of Federal sup-
port and not the help needed for 100,000
poisoned people in Flint, MI? Why do
Texans deserve Federal assistance but
not the people of Flint? What could the
reason be?
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The sad thing is that this sort of hy-
pocrisy isn’t limited to just the Sen-
ators from Texas. The junior Senator
from Florida—one of the many running
for President on the Republican side—
is doing the same thing.

Last year Florida was hit with ex-
treme flooding. Senator RUBIO appealed
for Federal assistance. He wrote a let-
ter to the President. He said: ‘‘As Flo-
ridians continue to reel from the ef-
fects of last month’s torrential rains
and flooding, I respectfully request you
consider Governor Scott’s appeal for a
Major Disaster Declaration for Indi-
vidual Assistance for the five impacted
counties.” That is what he wrote to
President Obama last year, but, like it
always is with the Senator from Flor-
ida, that was then and this is now. This
is what the junior Senator from Flor-
ida says now: ‘I believe the federal
government’s role in some of these
things [is] largely limited unless it in-
volves a federal jurisdictional issue.”
That is a buzz word for saying ‘“‘Good
luck, Flint.” According to Senator
RUBIO, Floridians deserve disaster as-
sistance but not the people of Flint.
This Senator hopes to become Presi-
dent; yet he refuses to treat all Ameri-
cans the same.

There are plenty of other examples.
Whenever their States have been hard
hit, Republican Senators run here to
the Senate floor and demand Federal
aid—as well they should. The Federal
Government should help in times of
disaster. There has to be a bit of con-
sistency from Republicans. They must
be fair to everyone. The people of Flint
are just like every other American.
They are deserving of the Federal Gov-
ernment’s help.

Mr. President, I have a letter from
the Congressional Black Caucus. I am
not going read the whole letter, but I
ask unanimous consent that it be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD as follows:

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS,
Washington, DC, February 4, 2016.
Senator MITCH MCCONNELL,
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR MCCONNELL: The state of
emergency in Flint, Michigan requires im-
mediate action from the United States Sen-
ate. Our children have been poisoned because
of poor decision-making by some and inac-
tion by others who are responsible for pro-
tecting the most vulnerable among us. Sen-
ate Republicans should not prevent federal
emergency assistance to the people of Flint
by blocking the common-sense amendments
offered by Michigan Senators Debbie Stabe-
now and Gary Peters to the Energy Policy
and Modernization Act. Instead, both parties
should come to an agreement on an emer-
gency relief package for the people of Flint.

While there are no flooded streets or people
stranded on the roof of their home, poisoned
water still runs through the faucets in Flint.
There are children with visible scars, and
those who will have mental health issues and
learning disabilities that we cannot yet see.
Bottled water is not a solution. It is a band-
aid that will not heal this gaping wound. The
City of Flint is in crisis.

The Capitol,

February 4, 2016

Providing emergency assistance to Flint is
not a bailout. The Stabenow-Peters amend-
ments would: a) provide emergency finding
to help repair Flint’s water infrastructure, b)
notify the public of concentrations of lead in
the water, and c¢) connect children and adults
exposed to lead poisoning with community
services and health experts. Moreover, other
communities currently dealing with Ilead
water crises in states like Ohio and else-
where could also benefit from these re-
sources.

Republican senators have routinely re-
quested this type of assistance when disas-
ters occurred in their states. The people of
Flint deserve nothing less. Republicans must
join Democrats in meeting our moral obliga-
tion to protect the health of our children.

Senator McConnell, we are asking for your
leadership to ensure your Republican col-
leagues do not condemn the people of Flint
to more pain and suffering by blocking these
amendments.

Very truly yours,
G. K. BUTTERFIELD,
Chairman,
The Congressional Black Caucus.

Mr. REID. Here is what is said in the
final two paragraphs:

Republican Senators have routinely re-
quested this type of assistance when disas-
ters occurred in their states. The people of
Flint deserve nothing less. Republicans must
join Democrats in meeting our moral obliga-
tion to protect the health of our children.

This is what is said by Congressman
BUTTERFIELD, who is the chair of the
Congressional Black Caucus.

The final paragraph in the letter
says:

Senator McConnell, we are asking for your
leadership to ensure your Republican col-
leagues do not condemn the people of Flint
to more pain and suffering by blocking these
amendments.

I would hope my Republican col-
leagues would look in the mirror and
ask themselves a simple question:
What would I do if 100,000 of my con-
stituents were poisoned?

I urge my Republican colleagues to
join us in addressing this critical issue.

In a conference held in Las Vegas,
NV, yesterday, one of the foremost ex-
perts dealing with water, Pat Mulroy,
said that the ‘“‘stupid stunt’ that led to
widespread lead contamination in
Flint, MI, has dealt a blow to public
confidence in water systems every-
where—even in places such as Southern
Nevada, where lead pipes are not an
issue. “It has given a black eye [to
water management] not just in Michi-
gan, not just in the United States, but
around the world.”

She went on to say:

I was angry. I was very angry. They did it
to save money. But was it really worth af-
fecting these children’s lives forever to save
a couple of bucks?

She also said that complaints about
the water began a month after the
switch, but officials waited for almost 2
years. By then, tests showed elevated
levels of lead, which causes brain dam-
age.

She said:

The finger-pointing is going to be endless
for a while, especially as lawsuits begin to
emerge. . . . I think there will be criminal
charges.
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I don’t know if there will be criminal
charges, but these are pretty egregious
actions taken by the State of Michi-
gan.

She said that ready access to clean
water is something most Americans
take for granted, but something like
this can cast doubt on the whole sys-
tem. ‘“Now there is a crack in that
trust relationship,’” she said. “‘In Flint
it is gone.”” That is certainly true.

So I would certainly hope my Repub-
lican colleagues will understand it is
important that we do something now
to help these people. We have some-
thing that can be done. It should be
done. Republicans should stop it. It is
not something that is a local issue or a
State issue.

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY

Mr. REID. Mr. President, yesterday,
President Obama visited a mosque in
Baltimore, MD. It was a powerful ex-
pression to counter the divisive, hate-
ful rhetoric used by too many Repub-
licans and to emphasize the importance
of giving all Americans the respect and
dignity they deserve. For years right-
wing extremists have attacked the reli-
gion of Islam and stoked fear about the
presence of Muslims in our country.

Some of those same extremists at-
tacked President Obama for visiting
the mosque yesterday. That is an at-
tack on millions of American citizens
who are being slandered. I was so grati-
fied that the Presiding Officer had the
courage to show solidarity with the
Muslims in the State of Arizona and
the country by visiting a mosque a
short time ago. The Presiding Officer
was attacked by rightwing extremists
for this visit. I am sorry about that,
but I admire what he did.

When hateful extremists set their
sights on attacking one religion, they
are attacking the core values of Amer-
ican society upon which our Nation
was founded. President Obama could
not have made this point more clearly
yesterday. He said, ‘“‘An attack on one
faith is an attack on all our faiths.”

Religious liberty is a priceless Amer-
ican value that should be cherished. We
cannot allow the threat from menacing
radicals to change who we are and how
we treat our fellow citizens. As Presi-
dent Obama also said yesterday, ‘“We
are one American family. We will rise
and fall together.” So I applaud the
President for his courage and willing-
ness to combat the detestable hatred
that leading Republicans have em-
braced and far too few Republicans
have spoken out against—the hateful
rhetoric—especially in the Presidential
election by our Republican colleagues.

As defenders of democracy, we must
stand against the bigotry wherever it
arises. Doing so is the only way to en-
sure that we stay true to our funda-
mental values. As election season be-
gins to kick into high gear, I encourage
the American people to heed the call
that President Obama made yesterday
at the Islamic Society of Baltimore,
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when he closed by saying, ‘“We have to
reaffirm that most fundamental of
truths—we are all God’s children, all
born equal with inherent dignity.”

Will the Chair announce the business
before the Senate today.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

———

ENERGY POLICY MODERNIZATION
ACT OF 2015

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 2012, which
the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 2012) to provide for the mod-
ernization of the energy policy of the United
States, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Murkowski amendment No. 2953, in the na-
ture of a substitute.

Murkowski (for Cassidy/Markey) amend-
ment No. 2954 (to amendment No. 2953), to
provide for certain increases in, and limita-
tions on, the drawdown and sales of the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve.

Murkowski amendment No. 2963 (to amend-
ment No. 2953), to modify a provision relat-
ing to bulk-power system reliability impact
statements.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 11:30
a.m. will be equally divided between
the two managers or their designees.

The assistant Democratic leader.

FLINT, MICHIGAN, WATER CRISIS

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, what
happened in Flint, MI, is incredible. In
the 21st century, in the most developed
country on Earth, to think that 100,000
people were exposed to contaminated
water, to think that 9,000 or 10,000 chil-
dren were exposed to lead poisoning—it
was not a natural disaster but the re-
sults are disastrous. It was a disaster
created by those who were in charge of
managing the city of Flint.

The governmental agencies and those
who worked for them made what they
considered to be the right budgetary
decisions, but they certainly made the
wrong decisions when it came to the
health and the well-being of the poor
people who were victimized by their
wrongdoing. Every time I hear the
story, the same question comes to my
mind: Who is going to jail for poisoning
9,000 children? Think about the cir-
cumstances here. A knowing decision
by a city manager to switch to a water
supply which was contaminated endan-
gered the health of thousands of chil-
dren, tens of thousands of citizens. If
that is not the grounds for at least in-
vestigation, I don’t what is.

So the Senators from Michigan, Sen-
ator PETERS, Senator STABENOW, have
come to the floor of the Senate and
said to America: Will you help Flint,
MI? It is right that they do so. I have
been fortunate to serve in the House
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and Senate for many years. I cannot
tell you how many times Senators
from States all across the Nation have
asked that same question: Will you
help us in Louisiana? Will you help us
in Alabama? Will you help us in Texas?

There is hardly a State that has not
come to the floor of the Senate asking
for help. Yet, for reasons I cannot ex-
plain, the Republican majority in the
Senate is resisting this idea. Almost
100,000 people were forced to live with-
out access to clean water in their
homes. They could not turn on their
faucets in the morning to make break-
fast or to take a shower, as all of us do.
They started their day by waiting in
long lines for bottled water to feed and
bathe their kids, to take showers, and
to stay healthy. They started rationing
the water.

The elderly and disabled who could
not make it to a pickup location for
bottled water, they were left with the
option of continuing to use water they
know was poisoning their bodies. This
is a disaster by any definition. I cannot
understand why there is not more un-
derstanding and empathy from my col-
leagues when it comes to Flint, MI. It
could happen anywhere. If it happened,
would you hesitate for a moment as a
Member of the Senate to ask for help?

Nine thousand children exposed to
lead poisoning has been called an ear-
mark by the critics of our Senators
from Michigan. They said it is just spe-
cial interest legislation to try to help
these victims. That is hard to imagine,
that it could reach that level in criti-
cizing this effort. Just like those who
suffered from tornadoes and hurri-
canes, these families did nothing to de-
serve it. Just as the Federal Govern-
ment always helps when Americans are
hit by disasters, we should do it in
Flint.

There were no complaints last May
when the Federal Government declared
an emergency and reached out to the
residents of Texas to help them rebuild
their lives after a tornado hit. So I am
wondering if the Republican Presi-
dential candidate from Texas is willing
to step up, the junior Senator from
Texas, and ask for the same level of
Federal assistance for Flint, MI, that
he asked for his own State.

This crisis is not the fault of the
kids, the pregnant women who still call
Flint home. Their only crime was liv-
ing in a city that was so poorly mis-
managed by the Michigan State gov-
ernment. Their only crime, if there was
one, was being the victims of cheap,
dirty water. These kids and pregnant
women are the most vulnerable when it
comes to lead contamination. We are
not going to know for years the extent
of the damage, but we know there will
be damage.

Many of them live in homes that
have been found to have 10 times the
EPA limits for lead in drinking water.
The Senator from Michigan, Ms. STA-
BENOW, yesterday told us that some of
the lead samples reached the level of
toxic dumps, so far beyond the level
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that is acceptable for human consump-
tion. This means a generation of Flint
kids are in danger of suffering brain
damage, developmental delays, and be-
havior issues for the rest of their lives.

To add insult to injuries, when moth-
ers came to the State nurse to fight for
their children, they were met with apa-
thy. Listen to what they were told:

It’s just a few IQ points. . . . It’s not the
end of the world.

This is supposedly a quote from a
State nurse. The Flint water crisis
truly is a tragedy. We need to step for-
ward. It does not just mean funding. It
reminds us of the importance of clean
drinking water that we all take for
granted. When I think of all of the ef-
forts on the floor of the Senate to dis-
mantle the Environmental Protection
Agency and to remove their authority
to deal with issues involving clean
water, it is hard to imagine that they
could envision what happened in Flint,
because having access to clean water
should not be determined by your ZIP
Code or your government. I hope my
Republican colleagues will work with
us on a bipartisan basis, the way we al-
ways do it when it comes to disasters
that hurt innocent people.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, as
all of our colleagues know, we have
been working very hard to come to-
gether around a reasonable path to pro-
vide some support and assistance to
the people of Flint, MI, who got up this
morning—if they took a shower, it was
with bottled water. If they were get-
ting breakfast for their children, if a
mom was mixing baby food formula, it
was with bottled water.

That has gone on now, for some peo-
ple, 18 months or more. I mean, origi-
nally, they were told the water was
safe, and they were drinking it and
then found incredibly high lead levels
in their children. Now it is bottled
water. We have businesses downtown
who have gone to the expense of cre-
ating their own water systems that are
totally safe, but no one will come.
Doors are closing.

We have small businesses in neigh-
borhoods—we have a revitalization ef-
fort in downtown Flint that has been
really quite extraordinary. The cham-
ber, a wide variety of organizations,
the University of Michigan-Flint, a
whole range of groups investing in
downtown Flint.

This is all collapsing because of the
fact that people are afraid to come and
to drink the water or to eat food mixed
with the water, even though our busi-
nesses downtown are doing things to
rectify this right now. The citizens of
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Flint, rightly, are in a position where
they have been told that the water was
safe to drink. They gave it to their
children. It wasn’t. They are poisoned.

Now they are in a situation where
they have great despair and great
anger. I share in both of those feelings,
a multitude of feelings, as does my
friend and colleague Senator PETERS.
We are joined together in our commit-
ment on a whole range of efforts to be
able to help the children and families
of Flint. There was one report—by the
way, this is what the water looks
like—brown, smells.

There was one story on the news of a
house where they went to talk with
folks and looked at the lead levels. It
was above toxic waste dump levels. I
talked to a mom who talked about—
and I heard another mom as well, being
interviewed, saying: You know, I took
my children off of what we call pop in
Michigan, other people call it soda,
Coke, Pepsi, because I was told that
was not healthy for my children. So
when my children were playing last
summer, I told them to drink water to
hydrate because I did not want them
getting the extra sugar, the ingredients
from pop. Now I know I was poisoning
my children.

I can only imagine what that mom
feels right now. We have a lot of infra-
structure problems around the coun-
try, no question. We have colleagues on
both sides of the aisle working to-
gether on various proposals that I sup-
port to deal long term with infrastruc-
ture.

But this is way beyond that. This is
an entire city of 100,000 people who
have poisoned water because of deci-
sions that none of them made. We can
talk later about whose fault it is.
There is certainly culpability and ac-
countability. But right now we are fo-
cused on helping the people who had
nothing to do with creating this. It is
100,000 people. The entire system has
lead in it. Some levels are thousands of
points higher than is acceptable. No
lead is acceptable, but some of it is
higher than a toxic waste belt.

So we are on the floor asking to help
the children of Flint by doing what we
do all the time. We just step up as
Americans and help a community re-
build their water system. There is a lot
more to do. We are so grateful for col-
leagues who have reached out to say we
want to help in a variety of ways—with
their education needs, nutrition needs,
and health care needs,—but the basic
issue is fixing the water system so that
the people of Flint have the dignity
that we have of knowing that when
they turn on the faucet there is going
to be clean water.

You have probably seen the picture,
but in this example in Time magazine,
this is a child whose mom was bathing
her children, and there are rashes. We
have seen rashes, sores, hair falling
out, and lead levels because a commu-
nity drinking water system has been
decimated.

Americans responded across the
country by sending bottled water, and
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people are very grateful for that. But
we also know Americans support and
join us by saying bottled water is not
enough. This baby cannot be bathed in
bottled water every day for years and
years and years.

I had one citizen say to me: Ma’am, I
can’t take a shower in bottled water.
We have to support fixing the infra-
structure. We do that all the time.

So what we have done—and I appre-
ciate the chair of the Energy Com-
mittee working with us. She spent a
lot of time—as has the ranking mem-
ber, who has been ferocious in her sup-
port, for which we are so grateful—try-
ing to work this out. Originally, we
thought we had a path forward. Then
there were procedural issues that came
up. Yesterday we thought we had an-
other path forward that would give us
bipartisan support on a solution that
we could get done and passed here.
Then that was paused. I am not exactly
sure why that happened, but that was
paused.

So today we are asking for colleagues
to give us some more time. We have
very key people in this Chamber who
are now stepping up to give us addi-
tional ideas on how we could get this
fixed. We can do this quickly if there is
the will to do that. So we are asking
colleagues to give us more time.

As we know, the cloture vote in front
of us today is to basically shut off
amendments and go to the next step in
third reading. What we are saying is
give us some time. There are other
issues that need to be resolved as well,
certainly issues with working men and
women around Davis-Bacon laws.
There are other issues. We know that
we can come to a resolution if there is
the political will and a little more
time, so that it is not just some bogus
proposal. We have had things thrown
out that don’t solve the problem. We
are not looking for something that just
gives somebody political cover. We
have resisted a lot of folks who would
love just to make this a political issue.
These children should not be a political
football.

I think Members of this body know
that Senator PETERS and I are people
who want to get things done. We work
across the aisle every single day. If we
wanted to blow this up as a political
issue, believe me, there would be a dif-
ferent way to do it, and the story
writes itself.

We are asking people to care and see
these children like you see your own
children. These children, these families
have been ignored and not seen. We see
them. Their faces are burned in my
memory. We are asking colleagues to
see them, to hold them with as much
value as you would children in your
own family and in the States that you
represent. That is what we are asking—
nothing more, nothing less.

We have not proposed that the Fed-
eral Government take full responsi-
bility on cost—far from it. In fact, we
have been told by colleagues that we
have not proposed enough. We have
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been willing, in fact, to come to an
agreement on something that is less
than half of what we originally asked
for.

But these children deserve the dig-
nity of knowing we will step up and
help them. Too many of these chil-
dren—9,000 of them under the age of 6
and a whole lot of many more thou-
sands above the age of 6—are going to
be set back and not have the oppor-
tunity to be all they can be. How many
scientists, doctors, business people, and
teachers are we going to lose because
of lead poisoning in this community?

It doesn’t go away. I have learned
more than I have ever wanted to know
about lead. I didn’t know that once it
enters the body, it never goes away. So
the children who are poisoned are
going to have to live with this, and the
best we can do is mitigate it through
nutrition and through other strategies.
But they deserve to know that we are
going to fix this, and we can’t begin to
deal with it unless the water system
works. That is all we are asking for.

Today, because we know there is a
path, people of good will have been try-
ing to get it done. We need a little
more time. I think these children de-
serve a little more time. I think these
families deserve a little more time.

Let us get this together. If we vote
next week, next Tuesday, we will be
OK. How many kids, how many bottles
of water—how many bottles will be
used between now and next Tuesday by
the people of Flint?

We can take a couple of extra days to
do something that will dramatically
change the opportunity for our future
in a city that is as important as any
other city in our country. So that is
what we are asking for. We are grateful
that our colleagues are standing with
us—our colleagues on our side of the
aisle—to give us more time.

We are hoping that the leadership
will decide to give us that time so that
we can say to this child: We see you,
we hear you, we care about you, and we
are doing our part in the Senate to
make things better.

Thank you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise
today to urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to oppose the upcom-
ing cloture vote on the Energy Policy
Modernization Act. This is not because
I think this is a bad bill. In fact, I
know this bill is the result of months
of hard work on both sides of the aisle,
and it contains many provisions that
will move our economy forward.

I appreciate the efforts of Chairman
MURKOWSKI and Ranking Member
CANTWELL, including their willingness
to include bipartisan legislation that I
offered with Senators ALEXANDER and
STABENOW to support the development
of next-generation clean vehicle tech-
nologies. While I sincerely hope that
we are able to advance this bill out of
the Senate, it is simply too soon to cut
off debate and invoke cloture.
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Senator STABENOW, Senator CANT-
WELL, and I have been negotiating with
our Republican colleagues to secure
critical assistance for the city of Flint,
MI, whose residents are continuing to
suffer from a manmade disaster. Nearly
2 years ago, an unelected emergency
manager appointed by Michigan’s Gov-
ernor changed the city of Flint’s water
to a source of the Flint River in an at-
tempt to save money while the city
prepared to transition to a new re-
gional water authority.

After switching away from clean
water sourced from the Detroit water
department, Flint residents began to
receive improperly treated Flint River
water, long known to be contaminated
and potentially very corrosive. Brown
or yellow water poured from Flint fau-
cets that tasted and smelled terrible.
This water wasn’t just disgusting, it
turned out to be poisonous. This corro-
sive water leached lead from aging but
previously stable infrastructure.

A generation of children in Flint are
now at risk for the severe effects of
lead exposure, which can cause long-
term development problems, nervous
system damage, and decreased bone
and muscle growth. Even though Flint
is no longer pulling its water from the
contaminated river and is back to
drawing safe Lake Huron water, the re-
cently damaged pipes and infrastruc-
ture contaminate the water before it
pours from the tap.

Flint residents are unable to use
their showers and need to wash them-
selves with baby wipes. Some walk as
far as 2 miles to pick up bottled water
to drink—the same bottled water they
use to cook and to brush their teeth.
This is simply not sustainable.

Flint needs the support of all levels
of government to overhaul its damaged
water infrastructure and help the chil-
dren of Flint, who will be dealing with
the health effects of lead exposure for
decades to come.

What makes America so exceptional
is its resiliency and the unity of our
people in the face of a tragedy or a cri-
sis. While Flint has faced decades of
economic hardship, it is now facing a
full-blown crisis, and now is the time
for all of us to pull together.

On Monday, I heard from a woman
who was on the verge of tears as she
discussed her fears of the health condi-
tions that her children face.

Yesterday I met another mom from
Flint who brought a baby bottle filled
with brown water that she poured from
her tap—and brought it to Wash-
ington—to show my colleagues and
Congress just how immediate a public
health threat this public crisis is. This
image that appeared on the cover of
Time magazine is clearly a haunting
cry for help.

I ask my colleagues to look into
those eyes and to hear that cry, to see
that cry for help. I believe that if any
of my colleagues saw this tragedy such
as we are seeing in our home State—
Senator STABENOW and I—they would
be standing here doing everything in
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their power to deliver assistance.
Whether the crisis is natural or man-
made, it simply doesn’t matter. This is
a crisis.

It is also important to know that this
crisis has raised questions about the
safety of our Nation’s infrastructure. It
is possible that other communities
could be affected.

While other communities may not
suffer a crisis like Flint, across the
country communities are learning
about the vulnerabilities of their own
water supply and what may happen in
the future.

I should also reiterate that the pro-
posal Senator STABENOW and I have
been negotiating would provide funding
for any State that has had an emer-
gency declaration related to lead or
other contamination in public drinking
water systems. So it is not just about
Flint. This is about any community
that is suffering from contamination of
their drinking water.

While we often talk about crumbling
roads or bridges, hundreds, if not thou-
sands of American cities, towns, and
villages have aging water infrastruc-
ture and lead pipes.

Should one of our colleague’s com-
munities experience a similar crisis in
in the coming months, this funding we
are fighting for today will be available
to them as well.

Now is the time for action and to
help the families of Flint. I hope that
we can reach a resolution on our nego-
tiations with our Republican col-
leagues, but we are not quite there yet.
I urge all of my colleagues to oppose
cloture on this bill until we have a
deal.

Whether in Flint or elsewhere in
America, we have a responsibility to
care for our children. We must repair
the trust Flint residents have lost in
the ability of government officials to
protect them and provide the most
basic of all services.

I strongly urge my colleagues to join
us in our efforts to help Flint recover
from this unnecessary, manmade dis-
aster.

Standing up for the children of this
country is not a Republican or a Demo-
cratic issue, and I hope that today we
show the American people that we can
come together at times of crisis. This
is common ground on which we can
stand together and stand up for the
people and children of Flint.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I see
that the distinguished Senator from
Alaska has come to the floor as the
manager of the bill. I have a statement
I wish to give, but I didn’t know if she
needed to say something.

Mr. President, I rise today to add my
heartfelt and impassioned voice to call
for action to help the people who live
in Flint, MI, with this emergency situ-
ation. We have to be in it to deal with
the emergency today and the long haul
for tomorrow.
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This is of catastrophic, almost Arma-
geddon, proportion. An American city
has been poisoned because of a situa-
tion that has been self-induced and
self-inflicted. What is happening in
Flint, MI, is appalling. It is a tragedy,
it is a disgrace, and it will be for a long
time. We need to fix the pipes right
away, but the fixing of human beings is
going to take a long, long time.

Let’s get real. We are now bogged
down in parliamentary inertia. We are
now bogged down in Washington wonky
budgetary talk: Where are the offsets?

What is this? What is this? Are we
human beings? We take an oath to de-
fend the Constitution against all en-
emies, foreign and domestic, but some-
times an enemy is a tragedy. It can
come from—God knows—a hurricane or
tornado, and we rush in to help. If this
had been a terrorist attack, oh, my
gosh, we would be willing to go to war
to defend America. Well, we need to go
to the edge of our chair to help Flint.
My gosh.

The Senators from Michigan are
looking for $400 million. That is no
small amount of money, but I bring to
my colleague’s attention that it is the
price of four F-35s—four F-35s that are
supposed to protect America. Good for
that. But right now I think the people
of Michigan would say they would like
to have the help they need. If we are
talking about a threat to the people,
the threat is here.

Now, where are we? We have to deal
with this. I am the vice chair of the
Appropriations Committee. I say to my
colleagues: Guess what, gang. All this
budgetary stuff, all the battles with se-
quester and so on—we have only $800
million for safe drinking water, less
than $1 billion. Flint today is asking
for $400 million. We know it is a down
payment. I say to my colleagues from
Michigan, this could happen to any
State. It could happen to any State be-
cause our infrastructure is not only
aging in place, it is becoming dysfunc-
tional in place and it is becoming dan-
gerous in place—$800 million.

Senators STABENOW and PETERS have
already shared horror stories. Gosh,
they have done a great job speaking up
for the people. I really compliment
their advocacy. But we are all Flint.
We are all Flint. The facts will speak
for themselves as we talk about how
the Flint water is contaminated be-
cause its pipes are permanently dam-
aged. I wunderstand that replacing
Flint’s corroded water infrastructure
will cost anywhere from $700 million to
$1.5 billion—approximately 500 miles of
old iron pipe and thousands of lead
service lines.

It is an untold, big cost, but I am
going to speak about the children. I am
going to speak about the people. My
gosh, what are you going through? I
don’t know how you can run a family.
Well, you can’t run a family on bottled
water. You can’t run a business on bot-
tled water. You can’t run a city on bot-
tled water. I don’t know how you wash.
I don’t know how you take care of your
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children. I wouldn’t go anywhere in
Flint unless I personally prepared my
food or washed my clothes or saw what
I was doing. I would be scared to death.
I bet those parents are too. And what
are we afraid of? We need to get there.

Now I am going to talk about the
children and the human cost. I say to
my colleagues, both from Michigan and
here, Senator CARDIN and I know a lot
about lead poisoning. We have been
through really difficult problems in
Baltimore because of lead paint poi-
soning and the legacy of paint used
during World War II. We know what it
does. It lowers IQs. It causes signifi-
cant developmental delays. There are
behavioral issues, including attention
deficit disorder. It is a lifetime; that
little boy or girl at 6 years old, God
willing that they live to their 80s, they
are going to carry this in their blood
unless there are incredible medical
breakthroughs for the rest of their
lives. Senator STABENOW and I have
discussed possible medical break-
throughs, but, gosh, we have to get on
it. We have to get on it. Again, the ef-
fects of poisoning could take a life-
time.

What I know about lead paint in Bal-
timore goes back to my days in city
council where the paint was poisonous.
They were coming into Johns Hopkins
and the University of Maryland Med-
ical Center, kids just so sick. I remem-
ber the story about a little boy who
was so weak that on his way to school
he lay down in the middle of the street.
He was so depleted because of the con-
sequences of lead paint.

That is why I support the Stabenow
amendment to provide $800 million in
loans and grants and also to provide
about $20 million to HHS to bring to-
gether the best thinking to have the
best responses to the human infra-
structure.

I have worked on this issue for a long
time, going back to Senator Kit Bond,
my pal and partner when we had the
old VA-HUD Appropriations Sub-
committee. Senator Bond was a real
champion on this. There can be a bipar-
tisan solution. Let’s make it an Amer-
ican solution. This isn’t about ‘“‘you,”
and it is not about ‘‘Democrats.” It is
about ‘“‘us.”

As vice chair of the Appropriations
Committee, I certainly want to work
with my colleagues on how we can do
this. But let’s get the lead out of the
pipes, let’s get the lead out of the
water, let’s get the lead out of the way
the Senate has functioned and move to
make a down payment on this.

Mr. President, I really want us to un-
derstand we have to solve this problem.

I will conclude with this. I just want
to say something to the mothers of
America: We need you right now. The
mothers of Flint need you. The moth-
ers of Flint need you. The fathers of
Flint need you. The mothers and fa-
thers of Flint need you. If you are a
mother or father anywhere, you could
be a mother or father in Flint. Let’s or-
ganize ourselves in the most effective
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way to solve this problem, and let’s
begin to heal the critical infrastruc-
ture so we begin to prevent this from
happening in any other American city.

Mr. President, today I wish to sup-
port an amendment filed by my friend
and colleague Senator COLLINS that
would require the Department of En-
ergy to identify a mitigation strategy
to help protect our critical infrastruc-
ture in the electric sector from a cata-
strophic cyber attack. When it comes
to our national security, there is no
such thing as partisanship, and we
have to work together on a bipartisan
basis to ensure our Nation is safe and
protected. We need to act, and we need
to act in the defense of the United
States of America. The Senate has a
great opportunity today to pass an
amendment to help protect and defend
our Nation’s critical infrastructure
from a devastating cyber attack.

What do I mean by critical infra-
structure? It is our electric power grid,
our financial services, our water sup-
plies, those things that are the bread
and butter of Kkeeping America, its
business, and its families going. These
are entities that are vital to the safety,
health, and economic well-being of the
American people; so we need to do our
part to help keep our critical infra-
structure hardened and resilient
against attack.

You don’t have to be a science fiction
enthusiast to understand how dev-
astating an attack that disabled our
power grid would be—millions without
power. I am not worried that we will
have to put away our iPhones; I am
worried about vulnerable populations
lacking heat in the dead of winter,
about emergency responders who can’t
get calls, and about patients who need
power for lifesaving medical devices.

The possibility of an attack on our
power grid is not far-fetched. We know
that there are already attacks going on
in our energy sector. The committee
report accompanying this bill notes
that one-third of reported cyber at-
tacks involve the energy sector.

But not only do I worry about an at-
tack, I equally worry about our inertia,
where we do nothing. I bring to the at-
tention of the Senate that Jim Clapper,
the Director of National Intelligence,
testified that the No. 1 cyber concern
he has is an attack on our Nation’s
critical infrastructure, saying the
greatest threat facing our country was
in the cyber domain. His testimony is
backed up by several intrusions into
the industrial control systems of crit-
ical infrastructure, which are the com-
puters that control operations of indus-
trial processes, including energy
plants. Just a couple of weeks ago,
Marty Edwards, who runs the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s Indus-
trial Control Systems Cyber Emer-
gency Response Team, warned that he
had seen an increase in attacks over
the past year, saying systems are vul-
nerable because they are exposed to the
Internet.
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Admiral Rogers, the Director of the
National Security Agency, with re-
sponsibility for cyber space, testified
in a hearing this summer that our
country was at a ‘5 or 6 in prepared-
ness for a cyber attack against our
critical infrastructure.

In November 2015, Richard Ledgett,
the Deputy Director of the NSA, was
asked if foreign actors already have the
capability to shut down key U.S. infra-
structure during a CNN interview, such
as the financial sector, national gas
distribution and energy sector, trans-
portation network, and air traffic con-
trol system. His response was ‘‘Abso-
lutely.”

We don’t want a digital Pearl Harbor.
We can act now. We can act when it is
within our power to protect, defend,
and deter these attacks. That is what I
want. I want us to have a sense of ur-
gency. If we wait for another major
cyber attack, we risk overreacting,
overregulating, overspending, and over-
legislating. The time to act is now.

This amendment would take the
commonsense approach of requiring
the Federal agencies responsible for
the cyber security of the electric grid
to review those entities that matter
most and to propose actions that can
reduce the risk of a catastrophic at-
tack that could cause thousands of
deaths or a catastrophic blow to our
economy and national defense.

Congress has missed opportunities to
improve our Nation’s cyber prepared-
ness, and we need to take action before
a ‘‘cyber 9/11” occurs. Right now, our
adversaries are watching us, and it
looks like we are doing nothing—that
when all is said and done, more gets
said than gets done.

Our adversaries don’t have to spy on
us. They can just look at the Senate
floor and say, ‘““What the heck are they
doing?”” You know what they are going
to do? They are going to look at us and
say, ‘“‘There they go again.” Our own
inability to pass legislation, our own
partisan gridlock and deadlock
emboldens our predatory enemies who
know we have done mnothing to
strengthen vulnerable critical infra-
structure by putting in place those
hardened, resilient systems and poli-
cies to protect, defend, and deter.

A cyber attack has the same intent
as a traditional terrorist attack—to
create chaos, to create civil insta-
bility, and to create economic catas-
trophe. Just think about a cyber at-
tack in which our grid goes down.
Think of a blackout in New York.
Think of a blackout in Baltimore.
When the Senate, at my urging, did the
cyber exercise on what an attack would
look like on our critical infrastructure,
it showed what would happen. The
stoplights go down, the lights go out in
the hospitals, and the respirators go
off. Business shuts down. Commerce
shuts down, and 9-1-1 shuts down.
America would be shut down, and we
would be powerless and impotent to
put it back on in any quick and expedi-
tious manner.
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This happened in Ukraine in Decem-
ber 2015. Ukrainians lost power in what
the U.S. Department of Homeland Se-
curity and Ukrainian authorities as-
sessed was a cyber attack. The attack
caused a blackout for tens of thousands
of people, and industry experts identi-
fied this as the first-known power out-
age caused by a cyber attack. This is
no longer a theoretical risk; it is here,
and it is real.

Think of the chaos of no electricity.
We will all go through blackouts.
Snowzilla roared through the east
coast last week leaving hundreds of
thousands without power. No matter
how delayed Pepco, BG&E, and Domin-
ion were at responding, they got it
back on.

But what happens if they can’t get it
back on? What happens if they can’t
get it back on for weeks or longer? Re-
member, the attack is to humiliate, in-
timidate, and cripple. Humiliate? Mak-
ing us look powerless. Intimidate? To
show there is this power that can crip-
ple our functioning as a society. I find
it chilling.

I have been immersed in cyber issues
since I was elected to the Senate. Our
cyber warriors at the National Secu-
rity Agency are in Maryland, and I
have been working with the NSA to en-
sure signals intelligence was a national
security focus even before cyber was a
method of warfare. In my role on the
Intelligence Committee, I served on
the Cyber Working Group, which devel-
oped findings to guide Congress on get-
ting cyber governance right, protecting
civil liberties, and improving the cyber
workforce.

As vice chairwoman of the Appro-
priations Committee, I have insisted on
a robust cyber budget and fought to in-
crease our cyber security investments
in the fiscal year 2016 Omnibus to keep
us safe, putting funds in the Federal
checkbook for critical cyber security
agencies on the order of $12 billion.
These include the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, which investigates cyber
crime; the Department of Homeland
Security, which safeguards critical in-
frastructure in cyber space; the De-
partment of Defense, or DoD, which de-
fends our homeland, national interests,
and DoD networks against cyber at-
tacks and includes intelligence and
cyber agencies, like the National Secu-
rity Agency, U.S. Cyber Command, the
Central Intelligence Agency, and Intel-
ligence Advanced Research Projects
Activity, which are coming up with the
new ideas to keep our country safe; the
National Institute of Standards and
Technology, which works with the pri-
vate sector to develop standards for
cyber security technology; and the Na-
tional Science Foundation, which re-
searches ways to secure our Nation.
These funds are critical to building the
workforce and providing the tech-
nology and resources to make our
cyber security smarter, safer, and more
secure.

Good people in this body have been
working on both sides of the aisle for
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some time now. So I conclude my re-
marks by saying to my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle: Let’s do what
we need to do to protect and defend the
United States of America and adopt
this amendment now. Working to-
gether, we can make our Nation safer
and stronger and show the American
people we can cooperate to get an im-
portant job done.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I would
like to speak about the Energy Policy
Modernization Act that we have been
considering on the Senate floor.

This bill has a lot of good things in
it. It includes provisions to support a
wide array of energy technologies,
from improving conventional energy
sources to promoting renewables to ad-
vancing long-overdue policies to in-
crease energy efficiency. It supports
energy infrastructure, which is critical
for energy exporting States like Mon-
tana. It includes specific provisions
that I have worked on to promote geo-
thermal development, and I thank
Chairman MURKOWSKI and Ranking
Member CANTWELL for including them.
In the course of this debate, we have
adopted amendments to boost research
and development overall and to clarify
policies to recognize the value of en-
ergy development from forest biomass.
I am also hopeful we will also be able
to add provisions from the Public
Lands Renewable Energy Development
Act that I have championed for years.

Furthermore, this bill includes per-
manent reauthorization of the land and
water conservation fund with my mak-
ing public lands public provision to in-
crease access to our public lands for
hunters, fishers, and others who want
to enjoy them. Although it does not
provide the money to fully fund the
LWCF, a permanent authorization
would help us avoid letting the fund
lapse, as it did last fall for over 2
months. It also invests in our national
parks as we celebrate the centennial
year of the Park Service. Though I
may not agree with everything in the
bill, these provisions I have highlighted
are tremendously important to Mon-
tana.

But we are also in the midst of a de-
veloping environmental catastrophe.
The people of Flint, MI, including as
many as 9,000 children, have been ex-
posed to lead-contaminated water for a
prolonged period due to decisions made
by the State of Michigan in the inter-
est of saving money. A generation of
kids in this community could see life-
long effects from a completely avoid-
able and manmade disaster. As we
know all too well in Montana, clean
water is far more valuable than money.
It is completely unacceptable that this
has happened.

In Montana, there are places where
we are still living with the legacy of
environmental pollution. In Butte, An-
aconda, Libby, and elsewhere, long-
term cleanups continue from mining
development, industrial activities, and
the tragedy of widespread asbestos use.
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The human health costs of these disas-
ters have been tremendous. We must
not stand by and watch another com-
munity and more kids be affected by
manmade disasters without stepping in
to help. If we have a chance to stop
this particular catastrophe before it
gets any worse, we ought to. We have
to.

And that is why I am disappointed
that we are not currently able to pro-
vide meaningful and immediate assist-
ance to help fix the pipes and address
broader impacts. I hope we can figure
out how to pass this bill. Let’s stay on
this bill, let’s find a way to do right by
folks in Flint, and let’s pass this bill.

AMENDMENT NO. 3140, AS MODIFIED

Mr. President, I want to speak briefly
about a bipartisan amendment offered
by Senator COLLINS that was adopted
this week. I support this amendment to
help bolster forest biomass in our re-
newable energy portfolio and provide
consistency across Federal programs.
Our Nation has long depended on the
flow of wood and fiber from our forests.
Now, we are recognizing the role of for-
est biomass in lowering our carbon
emissions and increasing our energy
independence. When harvested
sustainably, the carbon benefits of for-
est biomass can be great. Carbon emit-
ted to the atmosphere from forest bio-
mass is eventually removed again with
forest growth, and this cycle can hap-
pen again and again.

Forest biomass is also good for jobs,
particularly in rural communities.
Recognizing the carbon benefits of for-
est biomass can increase its value. This
will help keep our Nation’s forests
healthy by making it economically fea-
sible to conduct forest health treat-
ments and reduce hazardous fuels that
threaten our communities. It will also
help the timber industry by allowing
them to use more wood that would oth-
erwise be wasted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, the
Energy Committee has worked really
hard over the past year to develop the
broad bipartisan energy legislation
that is before us. Members in both par-
ties focused on areas of common
ground, worked across the aisle, and
developed legislation that ultimately
earned the support of more than 80 per-
cent of their colleagues, Republicans
and Democrats alike.

Here is what some of our Democratic
friends have had to say about the broad
bipartisan Energy Policy Moderniza-
tion Act.

The junior Senator from New Mexico
said this bill ‘‘is critical to protecting”
his State’s ‘‘treasured public lands and
outdoor heritage.”’

The junior Senator from Minnesota
pointed out that ‘‘several key meas-
ures’’ he wrote are in this bill and that
this bill represents ‘‘a good step’ for-
ward.

The junior Senator from Hawaii
noted that her proposals in the bill
“‘will bolster energy reliability and se-
curity’’ in her State.
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The senior Senator from West Vir-
ginia said he was able to include ‘‘crit-
ical measures’ in the bill to help coal
jobs and low-cost electricity in his
State. ‘It is critical for America to es-
tablish an all-of-the-above energy port-
folio that includes all of our domestic
resources,” he said, and, ‘I truly be-
lieve that this bipartisan bill will bring
us one step closer to achieving U.S. en-
ergy independence.” That is the senior
Senator from West Virginia, a Demo-
crat.

The top Democrat on the Energy
Committee said:

If we want to continue to compete in thle]
global economy, we must continue to im-
prove energy productivity and that is ex-
actly what this bill does. The Energy Policy
Modernization Act will help ensure that the
nation is eliminating energy wastage and
making improvements in new technologies
that will improve our competitiveness for
the 21st century.

That was the ranking Democrat on
the Energy Committee. She worked
hard with Senator MURKOWSKI on the
Energy Committee to develop this bill,
and they have worked together to man-
age it here on the floor as well. Under
their leadership, more than 30 amend-
ments from both Democrats and Re-
publicans have already been adopted.

For example, one of our Democratic
friends offered an amendment that he
said would ‘‘strengthen this bipartisan
energy bill and help us move towards a
21st century economy.” The Senate
adopted it.

Another of our Democratic friends
said his amendment would ‘‘empower
us with knowledge’ and help us ‘make
informed decisions to protect con-
sumers, key sectors of our economy
and our energy security.” The Senate
adopted that amendment too.

There is a lot for both parties to like
in this bill. The Energy Policy Mod-
ernization Act is the result of a year’s
worth of constructive and collaborative
work. So let’s not risk that progress.
Let’s keep working together and vote
today to advance this measure. If we
want to help Americans produce more
energy, let’s vote to advance the meas-
ure. If we want to help Americans pay
less for energy, let’s vote to advance it.
If we want to help Americans save en-
ergy, let’s vote to advance it. And if we
want to help bolster our country’s
long-term national security, one more
time, let’s vote to advance it.

I would note one more thing the top
Democrat on the Energy Committee re-
cently said: ‘“‘Sometimes we can be
cynical about this place and what we
can get done; then, all of a sudden, we
have a great opportunity to move
something forward.”

She continued:

This is a milestone for the Senate. The fact
that we are considering energy policy legis-
lation on the Senate floor in a bipartisan
bill, or any bill, for the first time since 2007
is a tremendous milestone.

That is the ranking Democrat on the
Energy Committee.

So let’s bring this bill to the finish
line. Let’s vote to bring America’s en-
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ergy policies in line with today’s de-
mands so we can prepare for tomor-
row’s opportunities too.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I
also want to, as I did before, commend
those working on this bill, and I share
the majority leader’s feeling that a lot
of positive progress has been made. We
are just not done yet. So while I com-
mend, and have commended, the chair
and the ranking member, we have im-
portant issues and an energy bill that
deals with energy, water, and all kinds
of issues. Certainly addressing what is
happening in Flint, MI, with the catas-
trophe is appropriate. We just want to
know that we have an agreement—not
vote, but an agreement—to get this
done.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

The Senator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
appreciate the comments from my col-
leagues raising attention to the issue
in Flint, MI. I think we have had good,
constructive discussions, not only very
intensely yesterday, but working with
the two Senators from Michigan on
this issue for several months right
now. As the Senator said, the discus-
sions are still ongoing, and I want to
speak to where we are in that process.

I would like to start my comments
this morning by recognizing that we
are very close to the time that has
been set for this first cloture vote on
this broad bipartisan bill.

As we approach it, I want to follow
on the majority leader’s comments in
terms of reminding Members of what
we have incorporated within this meas-
ure, to reiterate the strong bipartisan
support that our bill has drawn, and to
lay out what I believe is our best path
to final passage.

This Energy Policy Modernization
Act, as I have mentioned, is more than
a year’s worth of hard work by those of
us who serve on the Energy and Nat-
ural Resources Committee, it has been
the result of Member-to-Member con-
versations, listening sessions, legisla-
tive hearings, bipartisan negotiations,
and then we had a marathon 3-day
markup in July. At the end of that
markup, we moved it out by a vote of
18-to-4. It was pretty strong support—
10 Republicans and 8 Democrats in
favor.

The reason the bill passed out of the
committee on such a strong bipartisan
basis was not just because of our com-
mitment to good process. We matched
that with an equal commitment to
good policy. I think that is important
to recognize. It was processed, but it
was also policy.

We worked together to include the
priorities from Members of both sides
of the aisle as well as from within the
committee and outside of the com-
mittee. We agreed to include a bill to
streamline LNG exports that was writ-
ten by Senator BARRASSO and 17 other
bipartisan Members. We agreed to in-
clude a major efficiency bill headed up
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by Senators PORTMAN and SHAHEEN and
13 other bipartisan Members. We
agreed to improve our mineral secu-
rity, an effort that I have led with Sen-
ators RISCH, HELLER and CRAPO. We
agreed to promote the use of hydro-
power, a clean renewable resource that
is favored by almost everybody in this
Chamber. We agreed to expedite the
permitting of natural gas pipelines
without sacrificing any environmental
review or public participation. This
was an effort that was led by Senator
CAPITO.

We agreed to a new oil and gas per-
mitting pilot program, one of several
ideas that Senator HOEVEN contrib-
uted. We took up a proposal from Sen-
ator COLLINS to boost the efficiency of
schools. We agreed to approve our Na-
tion’s cyber security based on legisla-
tion from Senator RISCH and Senator
HEINRICH. We also made innovation a
key priority to promote the develop-
ment of new technologies. As part of
that, we agreed to reauthorize many of
the energy-related portions of the
America COMPETES Act, thanks to
the leadership of Senator ALEXANDER.
We agreed to take commonsense steps
to promote geothermal energy, which
is a key issue to Senator WYDEN, cer-
tainly myself, and so many others. We
agreed to promote vehicle innovation
based on a bipartisan measure from
Senator ALEXANDER and our friends
from Michigan, Senator PETERS, Sen-
ator STABENOW. We agreed to reauthor-
ize the coal R&D program at the De-
partment of Energy based on yet an-
other bipartisan proposal from Sen-
ators MANCHIN, CAPITO, and PORTMAN.

In the context of our broader bill—
and only in the context of the broader
bill—we also agreed to reauthorize and
reform the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund. What we came away with
was a good, timely bipartisan measure
that has a very real chance of being the
first Energy bill to be signed into law
in over 8 years. It is a measure that
will help America produce more en-
ergy. It will help Americans save
money, and it will help ensure that the
energy can be transported from where
it is produced to where it is needed. It
will bolster our Nation’s status as the
best innovator in the world, something
we should all aim to support. It will
boost our economy, especially our
manufacturers, and it will cement our
status as a global energy superpower.

As I said, it does all of this without
raising taxes, without imposing any
new mandates, and without adding to
the Federal deficit. I think because of
all of that, that is why you have seen
the good, strong support for this meas-
ure. That was our base bill. That was
where we started. When we came to the
floor, it got better. Our starting point
at the Senate floor was good and
strong. Since we have taken up the de-
bate for a week now, we have continued
to work in a very open, very bipar-
tisan, sometimes a little bit lengthy
and tedious process, but it works.

We committed to an open amend-
ment process and most Members have
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held back on, whether you call them
gotchas or gimmes or poison pills, but
there has been a great deal of coopera-
tion. We voted on 38 amendments now.
We have accepted 32 of the 38. We have
added even more good ideas from even
more Members to an already bipartisan
bill.

I will recount a few of the things we
have done with that. We agreed to
boost our Nation’s efforts to develop
advanced nuclear technologies. This
was a great amendment led by Sen-
ators CRAPO, WHITEHOUSE, RISCH, BOOK-
ER, HATCH, KIRK, and DURBIN. We
voiced our strong support for carbon
capture and utilization storage tech-
nologies thanks to an idea from Sen-
ators HEITKAMP, CAPITO, BOOKER,
WHITEHOUSE, MANCHIN, BLUNT, and
FRANKEN. We have reaffirmed the need
for consistent Federal policies that
recognize the carbon neutrality of for-
est biomass. This was an effort that
was championed by Senators COLLINS,
KLOBUCHAR, AYOTTE, KING, FRANKEN,
DAINES, CRAPO, and RISCH.

You do not often see these large
groups of Senators coming together in
a way that we have seen on this bill.
Some would look at the names I read
off and say: I did not know that they
had anything to work on. But these
issues have brought them together.
This truly has been a team effort, with
Members reaching out to one another,
lining up behind each other’s ideas,
working with Senator CANTWELL and
me to ensure their adoption.

The best proof of that is simple re-
view of our bill. Right now the Energy
Policy Modernization Act includes pri-
orities sponsored or cosponsored by at
least 62 Members of the Senate. When
was the last time we saw that level of
cooperation and collaboration? Think
about it. More than three-fifths of the
Senate has contributed something to
this Energy bill, and we are not done
processing amendments yet. My staff
and the staff of Senator CANTWELL
have been comparing notes about the
feedback we have been getting outside
the Chamber. What we found is that
from the very time we started working
through the committee process to our
time on the Senate floor, a very wide
range of individuals, businesses, groups
have come out and supported the bill
or certainly pieces of it. We have had
provisions endorsed by major associa-
tions whose membership account for
hundreds of companies and millions of
American workers. This includes the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce, American
Chemistry Council, National Electrical
Manufacturers Association, the Alli-
ance of Automobile. We have also
heard from labor groups—North Amer-
ica’s Building Trades Union, the United
Autoworkers, the United Brotherhood
of Carpenters. They have all weighed in
with support for ideas that are in-
cluded within the bill.

We have a huge coalition from the
Alliance to Save Energy to Seattle
City Light that has welcomed the work
we are doing on efficiency. I have got-
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ten good, strong support from Alaskans
from our Department of Natural Re-
sources, the Alaska Power Association,
the Bristol Bay Native Corporation,
Cordova Electric Cooperative, and a
whole lot more. As you might expect,
we have also received great encourage-
ment from the people who keep the
lights on, who keep our fuel affordable,
who help produce the materials that
make modern life that much more en-
joyable—whether it is the National
Mining Association, American Explo-
ration & Mining, the Business Council
for Sustainable Energy, American Pub-
lic Power Association, Edison Electric,
and others.

The reality is, those who have
weighed in, in support of this measure
are too many to name this morning,
but that is a good problem to have
when you are legislating that you have
run out of time in outlining the coali-
tions that have come together in sup-
port.

So that I do not get into any trouble
this morning, I want to be clear that
many of the groups and the entities I
have listed have endorsed parts of the
bill, not all of it. I am not suggesting
that everyone who likes our work to
streamline LNG Exports is automati-
cally supportive of what we are doing
to clean up the U.S. Code. That is en-
tirely fair. Not everything in this is
going to appeal to everyone.

In a lot of ways, that is how things
work in a place like the Senate. Not
everyone likes every provision of this
bill. T do not like every provision of
this bill. Not everyone is getting every-
thing they want. It is pretty tough to
find a situation where you get 100 per-
cent of everything you would want.
This is not the bill I would have writ-
ten on my own, but it is the bill we
have written together first as a com-
mittee of 22 and now as a Senate work-
ing together.

Our work has produced a good bill, a
good bill worth debating, worth ad-
vancing, and worth passing. That
brings us to the point where we are
with the cloture vote we will soon
take. This vote is on the first of two
cloture motions we will need to ap-
prove before we can move to final pas-
sage.

There are two votes. There is one on
the substitute amendment, and there is
one on the underlying bill. This means
this vote we will see very shortly is a
means to advance debate, not to con-
clude it, on our Energy Policy Mod-
ernization Energy Act. It is also a
choice. I think it is important to lay
out clearly to Members where we are,
what we are voting on this morning.

By voting for cloture, Members will
be ensuring that we remain on this bill
for at least another 30 hours of legisla-
tive activity. You will be voting to
continue this process, to continue this
debate, and to continue processing
amendments whether by voice, as we
have done so many of them, or by roll-
call vote that we hope to set up. You
will also be giving us the time we need
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to focus on matters that are simply not
settled yet.

As we have heard from our colleagues
from Michigan, there are some matters
they wish to have resolved that are not
yet settled, but this allows us that
time to do that but to do this in a way
that is going to be acceptable to the
majority of our Members. The reality
is, if you are not comfortable with
where we are 30 hours from now, you
can still vote against the next cloture
motion that comes up. That is one
choice, and that is going to be my
choice. Here is the other: If you vote
against cloture, you will be effectively
voting not to prolong debate but to
move us off this bipartisan bill. You
will be voting to effectively be giving
up on so much of what we have done, a
year of process, agreement on almost
50 Energy bills that we have incor-
porated into this base bill, and the
strong approval of 32 separate amend-
ments and counting that we have ad-
vanced through the floor.

I believe you will be voting to give up
our best opportunity—certainly our
most immediate opportunity—to ad-
dress the issue to help the people of
Flint, MI, and in other parts of the
country that may have similar issues.
Every time I leave the Senate floor—at
least this past week—I am swarmed by
reporters who want to know what is
going on, what is the latest discussion.
What is going to happen with Flint? Is
Flint going to bring this bill down?

This morning I want to speak di-
rectly to this to let Members know
what has gone on because we were not
out here on the floor all day yesterday
hashing things back and forth. We have
been discussing very earnestly, and I
believe very constructively, what our
options are, how we can find a path for-
ward that will yield a result, not just
send a message but yield a result to
help the people in Flint, MI.

The first thing I will say is that I
share the concern, the heartbreak for
what the people of Flint, MI, have
faced and are facing. It is a crisis. It is
a tragedy. It is heartbreakingly avoid-
able. Unfortunately, we look at how we
got here, and it is a failure of local,
State, and Federal Governments to
regulate and monitor that city’s water
supply.

What has happened in Flint has hurt
people. It is hurting children. It has
damaged property. It has left families
in a horrible predicament, through no
fault of their own, where they cannot
drink their tapwater, they cannot
bathe their children. There is plenty of
blame to go around here. I know my
colleagues from Michigan would agree
with me, but our job in the U.S. Senate
is not to play this blame game. It is to
own up to what that Federal role is be-
cause I believe there is that Federal
role, and then on that basis do what we
can to help and make sure that our re-
sponse is proportionate to that role. So
why then consider all of this in the
context of an energy bill, you might
ask, and it is a fair and legitimate
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question. Well, it is because this is the
first piece of legislation that is on the
floor since the extent of the crisis in
Flint became clear to us.

Senator STABENOW and I began dis-
cussions about the situation in Flint in
very early December as we were trying
to move through an omnibus bill to see
if there was not something we might be
able to address through the appropria-
tions bill. Since that time, again, more
has been learned, and we are here
today with legislation that gives us an
opportunity to consider it.

I did not shy away from this discus-
sion, as hard it was. I did not say: Hey,
that is going to be a poison pill. I can-
not deal with it. I said: Let us try to
figure this out because if we do not ad-
dress the situation, it is not going to
go away. We have a role here. Let us
figure out what that responsibility is,
and let us engage in this conversation.

Senator CANTWELL and I have been
fully engaged, most directly with the
Senators in Michigan, trying to find a
responsible path forward. The negotia-
tions have been earnest, in good faith,
and ongoing, but I think that there has
been a little bit of confusion about the
status of the negotiations. I want to
outline where I believe we are right
now.

We have made headway on Federal
assistance—something that we Kknow
cannot be borne by our Energy bill
alone. We have found programs that
could be good fits to provide aid.

We also recognize that this is not
Flint’s burden alone, but there are
other communities in other States, in-
cluding my State, that face similar cri-
ses as a result of government failures.
We hear about them as Members and
talk about these situations. I believe
the Senator from Maryland used the
phrase ‘“We are all Flint.” I think we
all have situations—maybe not to the
crisis proportion that they have in
Michigan right now, where they needed
a Presidential declaration, but we all
recognize that we all have issues that
are troubling us a great deal when it
comes to how we provide safe drinking
water for our families.

Our problem is not about whether we
should offset the cost of this assist-
ance; it is how we do so in a manner
that does not destroy the underlying
Energy bill and does not violate the
Constitution or the rules we have here
in the Senate. I made myself very clear
when we began, at the outset of the de-
bate on this measure, that we have to
make sure we do not have scoring
issues with CBO, and we have to make
sure there are no blue slip issues be-
cause that would kill the bill, and then
where would we be? Then nobody would
win in that scenario. In that scenario
we would end up with no energy bill
and nothing to address the situation in
Flint.

This morning I filed a second-degree
amendment to provide support for the
people of Flint. My amendment will
make up to $5650 million available, in-
cluding $50 million which will be made
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immediately available for the people of
Flint. What we are seeking to do here
is bridge the gap between what has
been proposed and what I believe the
Senate can agree to. It requires that 90
percent of the money we provide be
paid back over time. Its cost is fully
offset with a pay-for that we have been
working on back and forth with CBO
and are confident that they will accept.
It includes provisions—and we have
been working with the Senators from
Michigan on this issue—as they relate
to EPA notification and a loan forgive-
ness, language that I think has been in
different iterations of measures that
have been going forward. I am told that
the House is looking at that as well.

That is where we are at this time as
we are going into a cloture motion. I
believe we have made progress. We are
working constructively to help the peo-
ple of Flint, and what this second-de-
gree amendment would do is make $550
million available to them. It has been
challenging. We have done a lot of hard
work to get to this point, but I think
we owe it to every American, whether
you are in Flint or somewhere else, to
do that work and overcome that chal-
lenge.

We have gotten to where we are in
the discussion. Again, we have the clo-
ture motion going forward. We have
been trying to make good progress. We
have been trying to conduct an open
and fair amendment process. We want
to process more amendments this
morning so that we can move to com-
plete the bill.

Mr. President, at this time I ask
unanimous consent that it be in order
to call up the following amendments
and make them pending, and that is
Stabenow amendment No. 3129; Mur-
kowski second-degree on Flint, amend-
ment No. 3282; Cantwell amendment
No. 3242; Flake amendment No. 3055;
Flake amendment No. 3050; Mur-
kowski-Cantwell amendment No. 3234;
Isakson amendment No. 3202; Markey
amendment No. 3232; and Cassidy
amendment No. 3192.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Michigan.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object. I first want
to thank the chair. She lists a lot of bi-
partisan efforts that have gone on. I
know a lot of work has been done, but
nowhere in that list have the needs of
the folks of Flint been addressed, in-
cluding the children.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state her objection.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, we
want to get this solved and not just
have votes that go down.

I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
through the Chair if the chairman of
the Energy Committee will yield for a
question.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Certainly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.
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Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the
chairman of the Energy Committee has
done tremendous work with the rank-
ing member, Senator CANTWELL, to try
to find some way to address the legiti-
mate concerns we all share and have
with what has happened in Flint, but I
want to clarify some basic facts. I wish
to ask for a comment or answer from
the distinguished Senator from Alaska.

Isn’t it true that there is not yet a
comprehensive assessment and plan in
place by the State of Michigan or Flint
as to how they might even spend this
money at this point to address their
concerns about lead in the water sup-
ply in Flint?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. It is my under-
standing that there is an assessment
and analysis that is due out, I believe,
toward the end of next week. The State
has been working aggressively to deter-
mine the costs, as well as how they
would move forward with an action
plan. That is my understanding.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, if the
Senator will yield for another question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Since there is no plan
announced yet, or in place, it strikes
me as putting the cart before the horse
to say that the Senate ought to vote on
a $600 million emergency appropria-
tions deal to pay for a plan that has
not yet been created or disclosed to the
American people.

I ask the Senator through the Chair,
isn’t it a fact that the State itself has
already appropriated $40 million to
deal with this issue on an emergency
basis and the Obama administration
has made available another $80 million
through the EPA that is available to
the State of Michigan to help Flint
deal with this problem, so a total of
roughly $120 million has already been
made available?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I cannot speak to
the accuracy of exactly how much has
been made available to the State. It is
my understanding that the State has
received, through the EPA, the State’s
annual receipts from the EPA’s clean
water fund. I do not know if that is spe-
cific to Flint or whether that is the
State’s share, as the State of Texas re-
ceives and the State of Alaska re-
ceives. It is my understanding that the
President did make that announce-
ment.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President,
might I ask the Senator to yield for a
question so we can share the informa-
tion?

Mr. CORNYN. Mr.
Senator is out of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska has the floor.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
the Senator from Alaska if she would
yield for one last question on topic.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the
Senator yield for a question?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Yes.

Mr. CORNYN. Isn’t it true that the
Senators from Michigan made this de-
mand for a $600 million earmark before

President, the
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a plan was actually put together by the
State of Michigan or the city of Flint—
either to analyze the problem or what
the solution might look like and how
much it might cost—and that the Sen-
ator from Alaska, in her capacity as
the bill manager, has made an effort to
come up with some compromises? In
fact, I believe the Senator from Alaska
mentioned a compromise that would
include upfront funds of $50 million
plus a loan, in effect, that would be
paid back over time.

I ask the Senator, doesn’t it make
sense—because there is no plan in place
and because there is money already
available for Flint and Michigan to
begin to address this problem—for us
to take our time and handle any addi-
tional requests for funding from Flint
or Michigan through the regular appro-
priations process? I believe the Senator
is the chair of the subcommittee that
has jurisdiction over these issues, and I
am just wondering whether that
wouldn’t be a more orderly, responsible
process than a $600 million earmark be-
fore a plan is even in place.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Well, to answer
the Senator’s question, I have been
working aggressively and construc-
tively with the Senators from Michi-
gan to try to figure out how we can
provide for a level of response. I do not
doubt the anxiety and urgency the peo-
ple in Flint must feel. This is a dif-
ficult situation to be in, and it is not a
situation that any of us would want
any of our constituents to be in. I
think there is an imperative from
those who are seeking this assistance
that—given that there is a Federal
role, how can we help to facilitate the
appropriate response on the Federal
side? If there is a way to help expedite
funding to move toward a solution, I
think that is appropriate.

I think the Senator’s question is, Are
we jumping ahead here if we do not
know how much? I think it is fair to
say that the original estimates were
based on the disaster declaration the
State had requested. I think it is going
to be critical that we understand what
the costs will be, and hopefully we will
learn about that next week. I know
they have been working aggressively to
determine that.

We also need to know what the spend
plan is because we saw what happened
with the stimulus. You can almost get
too much money—if that is possible—
going in, and you cannot spend it in
the way it is best needed. I think we
want to be thoughtful and responsible
stewards of the taxpayers’ dollars in
recognizing that, and I think we want
to also recognize that the role we have
ought to be a proportionate role, and
how we can be working to advance that
is something we have been attempting
to do.

Ms. STABENOW. Will the chair yield
for a question?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. In a moment.

The solution I have put down this
morning is one that I think recognizes
that there is assistance that is needed,
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and this is where the opportunity to
access loans through the WIFIA Pro-
gram that will be available not only to
the State of Michigan but to other
States should they be in a similar situ-
ation—so that avoids the earmark. Be-
cause I, too, want to make sure we
have a situation where we do not allow
this to continue in Michigan, but we
also do not want to see it in other
States as well. So we do that through
opportunities for loans through WIFIA.
But the direct assistance, which would
be $50 million in addition to whatever
may be out there already from the EPA
and through the State, I think is a rea-
sonable approach. Again, it is one that
is legitimately paid for, and I think
that is an important part of our re-
sponsibility here, as well as to make
sure we not only address the urgency of
the situation but also the responsi-
bility we have not only to the people of
Flint but to all of our constituencies.

Mr. President, if I could just con-
clude, and then I will yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
for debate has expired.

Ms. STABENOW. Will the distin-
guished leader yield for a question? I
have been asking for the opportunity
to ask a question, and I ask unanimous
consent to ask a question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. STABENOW. Is the chair aware
that the dollars we have asked for re-
quire a comprehensive plan from the
State and that at this point only $28
million—most going to health—has
been allocated to the State?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Through the
Chair, I am aware that what you have
required, as well as what we have been
working on jointly, does require an ac-
tion plan that describes the spend-
down and how that would be allocated.
It is my understanding that it will be
very helpful to have that analysis from
the State. That will be forthcoming—
hopefully, next week.

Ms. STABENOW. I will be happy to
continue the discussion.

I thank the Chair.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on amend-
ment No. 2953, the substitute amendment to
S. 2012, an original bill to provide for the
modernization of the energy policy of the
United States, and for other purposes.

Mitch McConnell, Lisa Murkowski, Cory
Gardner, Mike Crapo, John Cornyn,
John Barrasso, Steve Daines, Richard
Burr, Bill Cassidy, Pat Roberts, John
Hoeven, Shelley Moore Capito, John
Thune, James E. Risch, Lamar Alex-
ander, John McCain, Rob Portman.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.
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The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on amendment No.
2953, as amended, offered by the Sen-
ator from Alaska, Ms. MURKOWSKI, to
S. 2012, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE (when his name
was called). Present.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ) and the Senator
from Florida (Mr. RUBIO).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
FISCHER). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 46,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 16 Leg.]

YEAS—46
Alexander Gardner Murkowski
Barrasso Graham Perdue
Blunt Grassley Portman
Capito Hatch Risch
Cassidy Heitkamp Roberts
Coats Heller Rounds
Cochran Hoeven Sessions
Collins Inhofe
Corker Isakson :Ez&e;n
Cornyn Johnson Sulli

5 ullivan
Crapo Kaine Thune
Daines King .
Donnelly Kirk T%llls
Enzi Manchin Vitter
Ernst McCain Wicker
Fischer Moran

NAYS—50
Ayotte Flake Nelson
Baldwin Franken Paul
Bennet Gillibrand Peters
Blumenthal Heinrich Reed
Booker Hirono Reid
Boozman Klobuchar Sasse
Boxer Lankford Schatz
Brown Leahy Schumer
Burr Lee Scott
Cantwell Markey Stabenow
Cardin McCaskill
Carper McConnell Tester
Casey Menendez Toomey
Coons Merkley Udall
Cotton Mikulski Warner
Durbin Murphy Warren
Feinstein Murray Wyden

ANSWERED “PRESENT"'—1
Whitehouse
NOT VOTING—3

Cruz Rubio Sanders

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 46, the nays are 50.
One Senator responded ‘‘present.”

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

The majority leader.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I enter a motion to reconsider the vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is entered.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
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Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar
No. 218, S. 2012, an original bill to provide for
the modernization of the energy policy of the
United States, and for other purposes.

Mitch McConnell, Lisa Murkowski, Cory
Gardner, Mike Crapo, John Cornyn,
John Barrasso, Steve Daines, Richard
Burr, Bill Cassidy, Pat Roberts, John
Hoeven, Shelley Moore Capito, John
Thune, James E. Risch, Lamar Alex-
ander, John McCain, Rob Portman.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on S. 2012, an origi-
nal bill to provide for the moderniza-
tion of the energy policy of the United
States, and for other purposes, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ) and the Senator
from Florida (Mr. RUBIO).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 43,
nays 54, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 17 Leg.]

YEAS—43

Alexander Gardner Moran
Barrasso Graham Murkowski
Blunt Grassley Perdue
Capito Hatch Portman
Cassidy Heitkamp Roberts
Coats Heller Rounds
Cochran Hoeven Sessions
Collins Inhofe
Corker Isakson :ﬁaheen

elby
Cornyn Johnson Sullivan
Daines Kaine
Donnelly King T?u,ne
Enzi Kirk Tillis
Ernst Manchin Wicker
Fischer McCain

NAYS—54
Ayotte Flake Paul
Baldwin Franken Peters
Bennet Gillibrand Reed
Blumenthal Heinrich Reid
Booker Hirono Risch
Boozman Klobuchar Sasse
Boxer Lankford Schatz
Brown Leahy Schumer
Burr Lee Scott
Cantwell Markey Stabenow
Cardin McCaskill Tester
Carper McConnell Toomey
Casey Menendez Udall
Coons Merkley Vitter
Cotton Mikulski Warner
Crapo Murphy Warren
Durbin Murray Whitehouse
Feinstein Nelson Wyden
NOT VOTING—3

Cruz Rubio Sanders

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 43, the nays are 54.

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

The majority leader.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I enter a motion to reconsider the vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is entered.
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Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I wish to say to my colleagues that
Senator MURKOWSKI and Senator CANT-
WELL are going to continue to work
over the weekend on the path forward.
Hopefully, we will be able to salvage
this important bipartisan legislation in
the next few days.

In the meantime, the next vote will
be at 5:30 p.m. on Monday.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The majority whip.

FLINT, MICHIGAN, WATER CRISIS

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
know there are others waiting to
speak, and I will be brief. I want to
take a couple of minutes to reflect on
what just happened on the Senate
floor.

We had a bipartisan bill that was
shepherded through the Energy Com-
mittee by the chair, Senator MUR-
KOWSKI, and the ranking member, Sen-
ator CANTWELL. Because our colleagues
from Michigan refused to take yes for
an answer—objecting to a vote on their
very amendment—the Democratic cau-
cus has come together and brought
down this bipartisan bill—killing it, at
least for the time being.

I share the majority leader’s hope
that discussions can continue and cool-
er, more reasonable minds will prevail,
rather than just the gamesmanship
that, frankly, frustrates all of us and
gives Congress a bad name. We know
that the vote that just went down was
not about the Energy bill. This was
about trying to embarrass Republicans
and to try to make us look bad and
portray us as having no compassion for
the poor people of Flint—which is ex-
actly the opposite of true.

The fact is that Senator MURKOWSKI,
who is the bill manager and chairman
of the Energy Committee, made an
offer for a vote on a $550 million pack-
age—a $550 million package. The Sen-
ator from Michigan has asked for a
check for $600 million, but Senator
MURKOWSKI, in good faith, trying to be
responsible, offered them an alter-
native of a $550 million package, and
they refused it, instead choosing to
bring down this legislation.

I think it is important to note that
the State of Michigan has already ap-
propriated somewhere close to $37 mil-
lion, including funds specifically set
aside for outside experts to conduct an
infrastructure integrity study. The
fact is, the State of Michigan and the
city of Flint don’t yet know what they
need to do to fix the problem or how
much it will cost, and the Senators
from Michigan come in here and say:
We don’t need a plan. We just need cash
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upfront of $600 million. We want this
added to the national debt—which is
already $19 trillion.

I think the Senator from Alaska, the
bill manager, made a very reasonable
suggestion: Let the State and the city
get started with the money that has
been appropriated by the State, to-
gether with the tens of millions of dol-
lars the Obama administration is mak-
ing available to the State of Michigan
that can then be available to the city
of Flint to get started, to do the infra-
structure integrity study, to come up
with a plan. Then the Senators can
come back to Congress—hopefully dur-
ing the regular appropriations proc-
ess—and come up with a responsible,
shared plan for this local government,
for the State government, and for the
Federal Government to help the poor
people of Flint out of this terrible cri-
sis.

Instead, what we seem to have found
happening is, in the immortal words of
Rahm Emanuel—now the mayor of Chi-
cago, formerly chief of Staff of the
White House—never let a crisis go to
waste. That is what is happening here.
It is not responsible. It is not reason-
able. And I think Senator MURKOWSKI’'S
counteroffer to the demands of the
Senators from Michigan demonstrates
it is not even a good-faith effort to try
to solve the problem. It is just trying
to put on a show vote and embarrass
people.

We also need to understand that the
Environmental Protection  Agency
bears significant responsibility. The
Obama administration’s Environ-
mental Protection Agency failed the
people of Flint when they didn’t act
sooner. We heard that one Agency di-
rector has already resigned.

But let me be clear. There is no dis-
agreement that we all want to work to-
gether to help the people of Flint find
a solution once we have more informa-
tion about the needs of the city and the
State of Michigan and they know ex-
actly what kind of help they need and
in what amount. What we disagree on
is that this bipartisan Energy bill
should be held hostage until we know
the solution. Frankly, that is beyond
frustrating. It is disappointing. It is
not serving our constituents and the
American people the way we should, in
a responsible, commonsense, bipartisan
way. This is all about gamesmanship.
This is all about ‘‘gotcha.” In other
words, this is all about the things the
American people have come to loathe
and hate about the political process in
Washington, DC.

We can do better. We must do better.
And I share the majority leader’s wish
that negotiations continue and that
cooler, more sensible minds come to-
gether on solutions that we can per-
haps agree to.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.
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UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
this is the fourth time I have come to
the floor urging Senator CRUZ to re-
move his hold on these very important
nominees for two of our best allies, the
countries of Sweden and Norway.

Norway has been without a con-
firmed ambassador for 860 days. As we
know, the first nominee withdrew, but
many of these days have been filled up
by the second nominee, who is not con-
troversial—Sam Heins from the State
of Minnesota—who made it through the
committee without objection. In the
case of Sweden, it has been 469 days
since the President nominated Azita
Raji to be ambassador.

There is no issue with these nomi-
nees. In fact, in the words of Senator
CoTTON from Arkansas, my Republican
colleague, ‘I believe both [nominees]
are qualified . . . and we have signifi-
cant interests in Scandinavia. My hope
is that both nominees receive a vote in
the Senate sooner than later.” We
know we have the support of Senator
CORKER, the head of the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. We thank Senator
CARDIN for his support. We thank Ma-
jority Leader MCCONNELL. We thank
Senator REID.

This vote is not a controversial vote.
Senator CRUZ is not here to object. We
understand Senator LEE is here on his
behalf. But I would like to know why
Senator CRUZ isn’t here to object. I
think I know why he isn’t here to ob-
ject—because he is in the State of my
colleague Senator SHAHEEN.

We cannot hold up the business of the
Senate like this. We have two nomi-
nees for two countries, the 11th and
12th biggest investors in the United
States of America, Sweden and Nor-
way. The country of Norway is the pur-
chaser of 52 Lockheed fighter planes, 22
just ordered at $200 million apiece, all
made in Fort Worth, TX, the home
State of Senator CRUZ.

These are allies who are taking in
refugees by the thousands. These are
allies who are at our side in the fight
against Russia to stand up against
their aggression in Ukraine. They have
stood with us in the fight against Is-
lamic extremism. They have stood with
us in the fight against ISIS. And what
do we say to them? You can have am-
bassadors from Russia or from China,
you can have ambassadors from every
country but not from the United States
of America.

I ask Senator CRUZ and I ask his col-
leagues—or perhaps his staff to ask
him—why every other European nation
of any major size has an ambassador
and why not these two Scandinavian
countries.

So it is my hope—and the reasons for
these holds are completely unrelated.
They are varied. They are many. They
change every day. I am hopeful that we
are able to negotiate something be-
cause Senator SHAHEEN and I have
pledged to come to the floor nearly
every single day when the Senate is in
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session to continue asking, and his col-
leagues are going to have to come and
object on his behalf.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session to consider the fol-
lowing nomination: the nomination of
Samuel Heins to be Ambassador to the
country of Norway, Calendar No. 263;
that the Senate proceed to vote with-
out intervening action or debate on the
nomination; that if confirmed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Madam President, on behalf
of the junior Senator from Texas, I ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I now ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to executive session to
consider the following nomination: the
nomination of Azita Raji to be Ambas-
sador to the country of Sweden, Cal-
endar No. 148; that the Senate proceed
to vote without intervening action or
debate on the nomination; that if con-
firmed, the motion to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Madam President, on behalf
of the junior Senator from Texas, I ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I see the Senator from New Hampshire
is here. She is a leader on the Foreign
Relations Committee. I know she has a
few things to say. But, again, we are
simply asking for a vote. Senator CRUZ
can choose to be here or not. He can
choose to vote or not. He can choose to
vote no if he wants. We know these two
nominees would pass because they are
not controversial. I am tired of hearing
from people in America and people who
represent and live in these countries:
What is wrong with America? Why are
you ‘‘dissing” us when we stand by
your side every day? This has to stop.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I
am joining my colleague, Senator KLO-
BUCHAR, to talk not just about these
two positions of Ambassadors to Swe-
den and Norway but also about some of
the other 27 nominees who deal with
national security issues.

As Senator KLOBUCHAR said yester-
day when we were on the floor, we said
we were going to come down here every
day. The Senate is not going to be in
session every day, so we won’t be here
every day, but we will be back as often
as possible to point out that we need to
confirm these nominees. It is in the
country’s national security interests.

The Presiding Officer serves with me
on the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee, so she understands just how
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critical it is that we have a team in
place that can be part of the team that
protects this Nation.

As Senator KLOBUCHAR said, Azita
Raji has been waiting over a year since
she was nominated. She went through
the Foreign Relations Committee
unanimously. Nobody objected. Sam
Heins was nominated almost a year
ago. He is nominated to be U.S. Ambas-
sador to Norway.

Again, this is not about just these
two individuals; this is also about the
message we are sending to two of our
best partners and allies, Sweden and
Norway. Both of these countries have
been part of the anti-ISIL coalition
fighting with us against the terrorists.
Sweden has been on the frontlines of
the refugee crisis, taking in thousands
of refugees in Europe. As we think
about the strains that the European
Union is under right now, for us to
have failed to put ambassadors in two
of our most important allies is
unforgiveable.

Yesterday I said it was in 1914 that
Norway had to scramble their F-16
fighters. We know they didn’t have F-
16 fighters in 1914. It was 2014. So a lit-
tle over a year ago, Norway, which is a
NATO ally, scrambled its F-16 fighters
74 times to intercept Russian war-
planes.

As we think about the threats from
Russian aggression, Sweden and Nor-
way are right there. They are on the
frontlines. Norway has committed to
participate in NATO’s missile defense
system. So, again, it is very important
as we are looking at our efforts to stop
Russian aggression.

Yesterday in the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee we were talking
about the strains on Europe. We had
witnesses for both the majority and the
minority who confirmed that our fail-
ure to move these nominees on the
Senate floor is ‘“‘an enormous issue,” a
“disastrous policy,’” and sends the mes-
sage that Washington does not ‘‘care
about European security’—both mi-
nority and majority witnesses—even
arguing that the United States does
not have ‘“‘players on the field.”

Not only are there national security
implications, but, as the Senator from
Minnesota pointed out, vacancies in
Sweden and Norway mean that some
$11.3 billion in U.S. exports lack a
strong champion in-country.

I hope the Senator from Texas—who
is out running for President—will come
back or will lift his hold so we can send
the message that we should be sending
to our European allies about how im-
portant they are and how strongly we
want to support what is happening in
those countries.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent to move two other national se-
curity nominees.

The first is Ambassador Tom Shan-
non. He has been nominated to be
Under Secretary of State for Political
Affairs. Again, he has been waiting 136
days since being nominated. He also
went through the Foreign Relations
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Committee without any opposition. He
would be responsible for working with
Europeans on the implementation of
the Iran agreement, on coordinating
the G7 to combat Russian aggression,
as well as providing daily oversight and
direction to all the Department’s re-
gional bureaus. He is a career Foreign
Service officer who has served in five
administrations, two Democratic and
three Republican.

At this time I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider the following
nomination: the nomination of Ambas-
sador Tom Shannon to be Under Sec-
retary of State for Political Affairs,
Calendar No. 375; that the Senate pro-
ceed to vote without intervening ac-
tion or debate on the nomination; that
if confirmed, the motion to reconsider
be considered made and laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. On behalf of the junior Sen-
ator from Texas, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Again, I am hopeful
the junior Senator from Texas is going
to do what he should have done all
along, which is lift his hold and allow
both the Ambassadors to Sweden and
Norway and Ambassador Shannon to
move forward.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATION

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President,
finally, I want to ask unanimous con-
sent to move Adam Szubin, who has
been nominated to be Under Secretary
for Terrorism and Financial Crimes. He
has also been waiting almost a year. He
is somebody who Senator SHELBY,
chairman of the Banking Committee,
has said is eminently qualified, but the
Banking Committee still has not voted
to move his nomination to the Senate
floor.

His position is very critical because
he would lead the policy, enforcement,
regulatory, and intelligence functions
of the Treasury Department. They are
aimed at identifying and disrupting the
lines of financial support to inter-
national terrorist organizations to a
whole range of other bad actors.

Next week on the Senate floor we are
supposed to take up sanctions on North
Korea. How can we in good faith tell
the American people we are going to
enforce sanctions on North Korea when
we haven’t been willing to fill the posi-
tion that is responsible for doing that
enforcement? It belies understanding
that we are not going to move forward.

Again, this is a position that I know
is supported by the Foreign Relations
Committee. The Republican chair of
the Foreign Relations Committee has
been very supportive of moving Adam
Szubin’s nomination, just as he has
been supportive of moving the two Am-
bassadors, of moving Ambassador
Shannon.
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This is not a partisan issue. This is
an issue about what we are doing to en-
sure the national security of this coun-
try. It is unfortunate we have rules in
the Senate that allow one person to
hold things up for an indefinite period
of time when the national security of
the country is at stake.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session and the Banking Com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of PN371, the nomination of
Adam Szubin to be Under Secretary for
Terrorism and Financial Crimes; that
the Senate proceed to its consideration
and vote without intervening action or
debate; that if confirmed, the motion
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table with no intervening
action or debate; that no further mo-
tions be in order to the nomination;
that any statements related to the
nomination be printed in the RECORD;
that the President be immediately no-
tified of the Senate’s action and the
Senate then resume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. On behalf of the senior Sen-
ator from Alabama, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Again, it is dis-
appointing that the senior Senator
from Alabama isn’t here to talk about
his concerns about Adam Szubin and
why he is still on hold in the Banking
Committee and that we haven’t heard
from the majority leader in the Senate
about the importance of moving not
only Adam Szubin’s nomination but
these other nominations that are crit-
ical as we make sure we do what we
need to, to protect this country.

I am disappointed, but as Senator
KLOBUCHAR said, we will be back.

I yield the floor.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

ANNUAL NATIONAL PRAYER
BREAKFAST

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I
want to chronicle for the Senate and to
make a part of the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD that nearly 5,000 people gath-
ered this morning for the annual Na-
tional Prayer Breakfast with the Presi-
dent, members of the Cabinet, mem-
bers of the Joint Chiefs, most of the
Diplomatic Corps, and a lot of the
Members of Congress.

The national breakfast is sponsored
by the Senate prayer group that meets
on Wednesday morning and the House
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prayer group that meets on Thursday
morning. This year it was the House’s
turn to be the cochairs. We do have co-
chairs in the House and the Senate
prayer group, one from each party. In
the case of the Senate prayer group, we
were ably represented, as they spoke
from the podium, by Senator BOOZMAN
of Arkansas and Senator KAINE of Vir-
ginia. They will be the cochairmen of
the breakfast next year.

It was the eighth time that President
Obama has spoken. This Senator feels
it was the best speech at the Prayer
Breakfast I have heard President
Obama give. It was one of the best
speeches that this Senator, after at-
tending Prayer Breakfasts for over
three decades, has ever heard. He
quoted the Scriptures from the
writings of Paul which say that our
faith can keep us from fear. The Presi-
dent illustrated that throughout so
much of his remarks.

During his closing remarks, he told a
story that he had heard a week or so
ago, and I wish to share that story here
on the Senate floor. It was about a U.S.
Army sergeant whose entire unit had
been captured by the Nazis during
World War II. While he was in the POW
camp, a Nazi colonel told the sergeant,
who was the senior official: I want the
names of the Jewish soldiers in this
unit, and I want them to report to me.
The sergeant refused.

The Nazi colonel then decided to as-
semble all 200 of the sergeant’s troops
in the POW camp in formation, with
the sergeant at the head of the forma-
tion. As the colonel approached him
again, obviously trying to single out
and take and probably try to annihi-
late the Jewish-American soldiers, he
again said, as all the troops were
standing there in formation: Sergeant,
I want to know who the Jews are. The
sergeant replied: Sir, we are all Jews.
The colonel then took his pistol out of
the holster, cocked it, and put it to the
head of the sergeant and made the
same demand again. The faith of that
Christian sergeant overcame his fear
for he was looking out for his troops,
and he repeated again: Sir, we are all
Jews. The Nazis backed down in that
POW camp. The Jewish soldiers were
not revealed and, therefore, protected.

That was just one of the many stories
that were recounted as the President
gave what was an extraordinary con-
clusion for his last National Prayer
Breakfast as President. It is an occa-
sion that so many of us join in on every
Wednesday here as we come together
and put aside our partisan, regional
and any other differences that we have
and are unified and joined in prayer. So
I thought it fitting, the National Pray-
er Breakfast having just concluded,
that I share this story with the Senate.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.
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Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
TAKATA AIRBAGS

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, we
have had quite a running story about
the maker of inflatable airbags, which
are usually in the steering wheel of an
automobile and also over on the pas-
senger side. These airbags have saved
countless lives. Yet what we have
found is that a manufacturer named
Takata from Japan has consistently
had different airbags under recall.
Well, we just found out yesterday that
another one of the automobile manu-
facturers that uses Takata airbags has
now had a further recall just yesterday
with 2.2 million of their vehicles. Why?
Because of defective airbags.

These bags are supposed to save lives,
not harm and kill lives. Yet I remem-
ber the lady in Orlando who had a
minor fender-bender collision in an
intersection, and her air bag deployed.
When the police got there, they
thought there was a homicide. Her
neck was lacerated, and she bled to
death. There is a fireman, also near Or-
lando, who will never be a fireman
again because he lost his right eye
after the explosion of the air bag. The
airbag is defectively manufactured and
explodes with such force that the air
bag becomes a hand grenade which ex-
plodes, and pieces of shrapnel fly into
the face of the driver or the passenger.

In the case of the lady in Orlando,
her jugular was slashed and she was
killed. We have seen a score of these
deaths around the country. There was
recently another one from a defective
Takata airbag in South Carolina.
There are now well over 20 million ve-
hicles that have been recalled.

I will be talking to the head of the
National Highway Transportation
Safety Administration and will be ask-
ing all of these questions about safety,
such as this: Why are we having the
drip, drip, drip of recalls here and re-
calls there? Why isn’t this agency tak-
ing an aggressive approach and going
after all of these inflaters?

It is expected that it is the explosive
compound ammonium nitrate that be-
comes extremely explosive when ex-
posed to humidity and causes the
metal to shred and, therefore, go right
into the very driver or the passenger it
was intended to save.

This is a matter of grave concern,
and now the latest news is that Honda
has recalled over 2 million more vehi-
cles nationwide. There have been over
20 million vehicles that have been re-
called worldwide. We have to get to the
bottom of this and get those defective
airbags out of the steering wheels of
those cars and replace them with safe
airbags.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.
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ENERGY POLICY MODERNIZATION
BILL

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Madam President,
I would note for Members that we have
just concluded the first cloture votes
on the Energy Policy Modernization
Act. There has been some interesting
discussion about where we are in the
process and how we might find a path
forward toward completion of this very
important bipartisan measure—a meas-
ure that has, I think, reflected good,
strong work throughout the committee
process and good, strong work through-
out the floor process, but we have yet
more work to do. Know that this Sen-
ator, along with the ranking member
on the Energy and Natural Resources
Committee, is committed to doing just
that, along with the Senators from
Michigan as well as many on this side.

So I think the message to those who
are wondering what is happening after
that noon vote—the word is that work
is continuing, and I am optimistic
about the outlook for the final passage
of the Energy Policy Modernization
Act.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HOEVEN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

REMEMBERING MARLOW W. COOK

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
rise with sadness to remark on the
passing of an old friend, Kentucky’s
former U.S. Senator, Marlow W. Cook.
Senator Cook served in this Chamber
for only a single term, but his political
impact in the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky was substantial. So was his im-
pact on my life.

Marlow Cook gave me my first real
opportunity in politics. He gave me a
chance to be a State youth chairman in
his successful campaign for the U.S.
Senate back in 1968. He also gave me an
important opportunity in government.
He won his election. I came to Wash-
ington with him, and I was what they
called in those days chief legislative
assistant. I think the term we use now
is legislative director. I worked for him
for 2 years. I recall that time very,
very fondly. I can tell you that over
the years I remained extremely grate-
ful for the opportunity he gave me to
get started.

Marlow Cook was someone who
proved that Republican success was
possible in a Commonwealth at that
time completely dominated by Demo-
crats. That was no easy task when he
ran for office, but he succeeded any-
way. You might even say he sketched
out a political blueprint for victory:
launch an improbable campaign for
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Jefferson County judge executive in
your thirties and win, secure reelec-
tion, and then launch a bid for U.S.
Senator. That is the political path
Marlow Cook took, and that is the
exact political path I took as well.

Some might say the similarities end
there or note that we haven’t agreed on
every issue in the years since, but what
two people ever do? It doesn’t change
my enduring gratitude for the opportu-
nities Marlow Cook brought to me. It
certainly doesn’t change my respect for
him. This is a man who enlisted in the
Navy when his country called and when
he was still a teenager.

Marlow Cook served his country hon-
orably in both the Atlantic and Pacific
theaters in World War II. He served his
country honorably in the U.S. Senate.

I should note that Marlow Cook was
the first Roman Catholic elected to
statewide office in Kentucky. Believe
it or not, that was something of an
issue back then. It is hard to imagine
today.

One more thing. Marlow Webster
Cook’s impact was felt in the course of
the Commonwealth’s history in the
shape of the riverfront in Louisville.
He bought the Belle of Louisville, the
sternwheeler that is still going up and
down the Ohio River today and is a
particularly big thing during the Ken-
tucky Derby week every year.

He had a huge impact on a lot of
young Kentuckians, such as myself. 1
knew his family well. Nancy, his now
widow, and his five kids were all run-
ning around during that campaign way
back then.

I want to say to Nancy and all of
Marlow and Nancy’s kids how much we
admire him. Elaine and I are truly sad-
dened by his loss. We are going to con-
tinue to remember this veteran, this
extraordinary county official, and our
United States Senator fondly. I am
sure colleagues will join me in that
sentiment. I ask them also to join me
in sending our best to all of Marlow’s
family and friends.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, on
an entirely different matter, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate, on
Monday, February 8, at 5 p.m., proceed
to executive session to consider the fol-
lowing nomination: Calendar No. 360;
that there be 30 minutes for debate on
the nomination equally divided in the
usual form; that upon the use or yield-
ing back of time, the Senate vote with-
out intervening action or debate on the
nomination; that if confirmed, the
President be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action and the Senate
then resume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.
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STUDENT LOAN DEBT

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, last
week I asked students and families to
share with me their experiences with
student loans and college affordability,
and I want to start by sharing one of
those stories. It is from a young
woman named Rebeckah from my
home State of Washington. When she
was 18, Rebeckah signed up for student
loans so she could go to college, and
her parents took out what are called
PLUS loans to help their daughter af-
ford it. Rebeckah worked hard in col-
lege and graduated with her degree.
But now she is facing a mountain of
student debt, and that is preventing
her and her partner from buying a
house and starting a family. Not only
that, Rebeckah found out that her par-
ents have been taking money out of
their retirement savings to pay off
their PLUS loans, and they have even
resorted to taking a lien out on their
home to pay down the debt.

Rebeckah said when she enrolled in
college, she was sure that getting a
good education would pay off. But now,
with all the overwhelming student
debt, it feels as if she signed her family
up for financial ruin.

When I hear stories like Rebeckah’s,
it is clear that college costs and stu-
dent debt are holding families back. I
consider it to be one of my most impor-
tant jobs as a Senator to make sure
Washington State families have a seat
at the table and a voice in our Nation’s
Capital, and on an issue as important
as this, I am going to make sure their
voices are heard loud and clear here in
this Congress. I am going to continue
to work with my fellow Democrats on
ways to make college more affordable.
I am going to keep fighting to reduce
the crushing burden of student debt for
so0 many families in my home State of
Washington and across the country.

Today, the yearly costs of tuition
and room and board at a public 4-year
institution are 5% times what they
were in the early 1980s. There are many
reasons that colleges have gotten more
and more expensive, but the result has
been the same. It has strained the
budgets of middle-class families across
the country, and, in some cases, it pre-
vents students from even applying and
has forced many others to drop out be-
fore they ever earn a degree. With sky-
rocketing college costs, we are sending
the message that college is reserved for
the wealthiest few and not for middle-
class families and those who want to
get there.

We have all heard the numbers of
student debt. Overall, Americans hold
more than $1.3 trillion in student loan
debt. That is a huge number, and it is
actually a little hard to wrap your
head around, so let’s try this: Every
second that goes by, student debt in
our country grows by nearly $3,000.
That is every second. And behind those
numbers are people who invested in
themselves by furthering their edu-
cation but are now saddled with debt,
preventing them from buying a home
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or even starting a small business or a
family.

A young man from Washington State
named Alex told me his income barely
covers his monthly expenses, let alone
paying down his student loans. He says
he feels financially stagnant because ‘I
don’t know if I will ever overcome the
crippling college debt.”

I am glad that Democrats have a plan
to help students and families who are
in the red. When more students are
able to further their education, it
doesn’t help just them. A highly edu-
cated workforce helps our economy
grow from the middle out, not from the
top down, and it strengthens the work-
force we will need to compete and lead
the world in the 2lst century economy.
That is why Democrats want to give
students the chance they need to at-
tend community college tuition free.

Of course, many students and fami-
lies take out student loans to help
them finance higher education, but
some are locked in with a high interest
rate. Today, you can find offers to refi-
nance your mortgage at 3.5 percent or
your car loan for around 3.2 percent. I
have heard from many borrowers who
are paying an interest rate that is
twice that amount, and some are pay-
ing even more.

Democrats want to make sure that
borrowers can refinance their student
loans at today’s lower rates. We also
want to hold the institutions of higher
education accountable for providing a
high-quality degree so students have
confidence that the education they re-
ceive and pay for will get them ahead.
Democrats want to increase invest-
ments in need-based aid, such as Pell
grants, so students can keep up with
the rising cost of college.

It has been just one week since I
asked students and families to submit
their stories online to us, and I want to
hear from many more because I know
there are so many people out there who
are struggling. But I must admit, I was
taken aback by the constant theme
that showed up in so many of the expe-
riences that I have seen so far. I heard
story after story from people who said
they felt hopeless. They feel buried
under student debt, and they see no end
in sight. It shouldn’t have to be this
way. Democrats are offering solutions,
and I sincerely hope our Republican
friends will join us.

For me, this isn’t just another issue;
this is really personal. When I was
young, my dad was diagnosed with
multiple sclerosis. Within a few short
years, he couldn’t work any longer, and
without warning, my own family had
fallen on hard times. My brothers and
sisters and I—and I have six brothers
and sisters—were all able to afford to
go to college with the help of what we
now call Pell grants, and my mom was
able to get the skills she needed to get
a better paying job through a worker
training program at Lake Washington
Vocational School. This country was
there for us and never turned its back
on my family.
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Today, we can’t turn our backs on
the millions of families just like mine
who need a path forward to pay back
their student debt. These students
want to stay in school to finish their
degree even as the costs go up, and
they want to one day be able to save up
so their kids can afford to pursue their
dreams.

It is time to make college more af-
fordable and make sure students can
graduate without the crushing burden
of student debt. It is time for Demo-
crats and Republicans to work together
on solutions, and it is time to reaffirm
that, in our country, earning your de-
gree will pay off for you, your future,
and the future of this country.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MCcCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to address the Sen-
ate in morning business and to engage
in a colloquy with the Senator from
South Carolina, Mr. GRAHAM.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

AMERICAN LEADERSHIP AND
SYRIA

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, not sur-
prisingly, the talks that are commonly
known as Geneva III, in an effort to
stop the ongoing genocide taking place
in Syria, have now been ‘‘suspended.”

I quote from this morning’s Wash-
ington Post: ‘‘Syrian peace talks are
suspended before they even really
begin.”

That should surprise no one. The fact
is that the situation on the ground,
thanks to our total lack of a coherent
strategy or even a serious effort, has
resulted in Russian airstrikes, ensuring
Bashar al-Assad’s continued strength.
Along with the Iranians, along with
Hezbollah that the Iranians have
brought in from Lebanon—they all
have given the overwhelming majority
position to Bashar Assad, who is not
about to leave office with the advan-
tage he has now obtained on the battle-
field, to a large degree because of Rus-
sian airstrikes that are relentless and
that have mostly targeted the Western-
backed opposition to Bashar Assad’s
rule. Those airstrikes, according to the
Washington Post, have proven suffi-
cient to push beyond doubt any likeli-
hood that Assad will be removed from
power by the nearly b-year-old revolt
against his rule.

The gains on the ground are also call-
ing into question whether there can be
meaningful negotiations to end the
conflict Assad and his allies now seem
convinced they can win.
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Let’s go back about 4 years. Bashar
Assad was about to fall. The President
of the United States said that it is not
a matter of whether Bashar Assad will
fall, it is a matter of when. All the mo-
mentum was on their side.

At a Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee hearing, the Secretary of De-
fense—then Leon Panetta—said that
the departure of Bashar Assad was ‘‘in-
evitable.” And then the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff said it was in-
evitable that Bashar Assad will leave.

So a policy which was doomed to fail-
ure—rejecting a no-fly zone, rejecting
robust training and equipping of those
who were seeking to stop the slaugh-
ter—has now resulted in what many
now view as an international crisis;
that is, the refugee problem where mil-
lions of refugees are flowing into Euro-
pean countries not just from Syria but
primarily from Syria, Iraq, and other
countries as far away as Afghanistan.
So everyone—especially our European
friends—is moaning, and their hearts
go out and they are trying to accom-
modate this.

This is not the cause of the problem;
this is the result of a failure of Amer-
ican leadership, a feckless American
leadership, and a Secretary of State—
this Geneva Convention is not the first
or the second but the third time—this
is the third time our Secretary of State
has convened a whole bunch of people
in five-star hotels in Geneva, where, of
course, the result has been nonexistent
because the facts on the ground favor
Bashar Assad, the Russians, and
Hezbollah.

So what has happened? Now, for the
first time since 1973, when Anwar
Sadat threw the Russians out of Egypt,
the Russians now have a major role to
play in the Middle East. They now have
protected their base at Latakia. They
now are conducting airstrikes in an in-
discriminate fashion against—guess
who—not ISIS but against the mod-
erates who were fighting to overthrow
Bashar Assad, while our Secretary of
State calls him up, has conversations
with him, begs them to start peace
talks, et cetera. And it goes on.

I think sometimes we all get a little
numb, but we shouldn’t be numb. We
shouldn’t be numb to 250,000 killed and
slaughtered, chemical attacks that in-
discriminately kill men, women, and
children. These Russian airstrikes are
pervasive in the areas where the mod-
erate opposition exists, and they are
using what we call dumb bombs—not
the precision bombs—slaughtering hun-
dreds of innocent men, women, and
children. Places are surrounded where
people are starving to death, and our
Secretary of State calls for another
meeting in Geneva. It is absolutely re-
markable.

I wish to point out again that accord-
ing to the Washington Post story, Sec-
retary of State John F. Kerry scram-
bled to rearrange his Thursday sched-
ule after de Mistura—that is the U.N.
guy—decided to delay the talks. The
article states:
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“The continued assault by Syrian regime
forces—enabled by Russian airstrikes—
against opposition-held areas, as well as re-
gime and allied militias’ continued
besiegement of hundreds of thousands of ci-
vilians, have clearly signaled the intention
to seek a military solution rather than en-
able a political one,”. . . .

Kerry repeated demands made by the oppo-
sition groups as preconditions for negotia-
tions. . .. [but] both the opposition and
human rights organizations have cited an in-
crease in Russian bombing over the past sev-
eral days that they said has targeted civilian
areas, including camps for displaced persons
in the western part of the country.

Russia maintains that it is only bombing
“‘terrorists,” but its definition of that word
includes parts of the opposition that has
been fighting a civil war against Syrian
President Bashar al-Assad for more than
four years, whose representatives are among
those on the opposition negotiating team in
Geneva.

How can we expect them to negotiate
while the Russian airstrikes are inten-
sified? How can we possibly expect
something positive to happen, when
clearly the momentum and the
strength is on the side of the Russians,
the Iranians, and Bashar Assad?

Friends, this is another chapter in
American history of humiliation and a
failure of leadership. Of course, all of
that is no better epitomized and sym-
bolized than by what happened when
the Iranians captured two American
vessels that happened to stray into
their territorial waters. Everybody
should know that when a ship goes into
another country’s territorial waters,
the first thing to be done is to go out
and guide them out of it. It is against
international law to take them at gun-
point all over the world but particu-
larly—all over the Middle East is the
picture of American servicemen and
one woman on their knees with Iranian
Revolutionary Guards holding their
automatic weapons on them. This is an
incredible act of arrogance and a hu-
miliation for our American sailors.

What is the most aggravating is the
response by the administration after
this totally unlawful action and humil-
iation of American servicemembers
and sailors. The response by the admin-
istration was—and I am not making
this up—White House Press Secretary
Josh Earnest said that the sailors were
offered ‘‘the proper courtesy that you
would expect.” Being held at gunpoint
on their knees with their hands behind
their neck is, in the words of the White
House Press Secretary, ‘‘the proper
courtesy that you would expect.”

The Secretary of State, John Kerry,
offered his ‘‘gratitude to Iranian au-
thorities for their cooperation in swift-
ly resolving this matter.”” That is the
American Secretary of State after a
gross violation of international law.
Our American servicemen are put on
their knees by a bunch of two-bit Ira-
nians.

Vice President JOE BIDEN described
the incident as ‘‘standard nautical
practice.”” The Vice President of the
United States says that when you put
Americans on their knees and point
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weapons at them with evil intention,
that is standard nautical practice.
What planet has the Vice President of
the United States been on?

Now, to cap it all off, this week the
Iranian Ayatollah Khamenei pinned
the Order of Fat’h Medal to the chests
of those who mistreated and humili-
ated American personnel. These people
were given awards and medals by the
Ayatollah Khamenei. The Obama ad-
ministration has still failed to con-
demn Iran’s behavior for what it was, a
violation of international law and cen-
turies of maritime tradition. According
to a recent article in the Navy Times,
legal experts all agree that this hostile
incident represents a gross violation of
international law.

So I ask my friend from South Caro-
lina: Is there any explanation that
could possibly be understood about this
act, a violation of international law
and the humiliation of American serv-
icemembers? There is only one reason;
that is, they don’t want to upset the
Iranians. They don’t want to disturb
the $100 billion or so that is going to
the Iranians as we speak while they
buy weapons and toys all over Europe.

So here we have now seen American
service personnel put on their knees
with guns to their heads, and the most
important people in our government
praised the Iranians for their actions. I
would ask my friend, how else could
you explain—not passivity, but—the
absolute endorsement by the Vice
President of the United States and the
Secretary of State for this kind of
humiliating behavior?

Mr. GRAHAM. I say to Senator
McCAIN, I think it is a disconnection
from reality—trying to shape a reality
that does not exist.

Can you imagine your good friend
Ronald Reagan, if he had been Presi-
dent, what the Iranians would have
done?

Mr. McCAIN. Could I remind our col-
league that some of our colleagues re-
call that the day Ronald Reagan was
sworn in as President of the United
States, the hostages that were being
held from our Embassy in Iran came
home.

Mr. GRAHAM. This is about lack of
respect for the Obama administration,
John Kerry, and everybody else in our
government. The Iranians did this,
Senator McCAIN, I think for one rea-
son—to show the region they are not
intimidated by the United States.

Mr. McCAIN. Or that they can in-
timidate the United States——

Mr. GRAHAM. Right, that they can
test our resolve. They do it all the
time. They fired two missile tests in
violation of existing U.N. resolutions.
The Obama administration did nothing
about it. They captured two boats.
These are lightly armored naval vessels
with two 50-caliber machine guns. One
of them became disabled and they
drifted into Iranian waters. The Ira-
nians reacted as if it was some kind of
invasion by America. They humiliated
these sailors.
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Instead of standing up for our naval
personnel, basically we thanked the
Iranians for being so nice to people
that they captured at gunpoint in vio-
lation of international law, but it goes
to a deeper point. The Iranians are let-
ting everybody in the region know they
are not changing their behavior with
this nuclear deal: Don’t mistake us
having a nuclear agreement with a be-
havior change.

The Ayatollah and his henchmen are
still in charge. They are not part of a
family of nations. Since the deal has
been signed, they fired missiles in vio-
lation of international resolutions,
they are on the ground helping the
“Butcher of Damascus,” Iranians are
still the largest state sponsor of ter-
rorism, and this is just the cherry on
top of all that misbehavior.

One thing I do want to talk about—
and I will get your view of this because
you are so knowledgeable. Syria has
literally held on, and 250,000 people
have been slaughtered in Syria by
Bashar Assad and his regime. Those
people who took to the streets during
the Arab Spring in Damascus were
from all different backgrounds and dif-
ferent sects. They wanted to live in a
country not run by Assad in such a
brutal fashion. His response to their
plea for better transparency, democ-
racy, and economic opportunity was
literally to shoot them down.

Now we have an all-out war in Syria.
The radical Islamic groups have moved
into Syria. The caliphate headquarters
of ISIL is in Syria. It has been the big-
gest misjudgment since Munich by this
administration. They had Assad on the
ropes 3 or 4 years ago and they didn’t
act, and what you see today is a result
of a failure to act.

What I find astonishing is that the
Syrian people, who are being slaugh-
tered by the thousands, are being asked
by the U.S. Government to sit down
with Assad and negotiate an end to this
war. The Russians and Iranians are all-
in for Bashar Assad. The people we
have trained to replace Assad have
been killed by the Russian President.
Our President hasn’t lifted a finger.
Now we have a Secretary of State basi-
cally browbeating the Syrian opposi-
tion to go to Geneva and enter into
peace talks with Bashar Assad, who is
in full control of his part of Syria. I
can’t believe we would do this to the
Syrian people. The Syrian opposition
called Senator McCAIN—this says a lot
about you, my friend. They were call-
ing Senator MCCAIN to pass on a mes-
sage: You have been our best friend. We
are not going to sit down and talk with
Assad until the U.N. resolutions calling
for his removal have been honored.

Our government wants a deal in
Syria—regardless of the quality of it—
to say they stopped the war on their
watch. They are now asking the Syrian
people basically to kowtow to the man
who has killed their families.

This deal with Iran is a nightmare
for the region. You give the Iranian
Ayatollah a pathway to a bomb, even if
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he doesn’t cheat, a missile to deliver
the bomb, and money to pay for it all.
Now they want to take the same nego-
tiating team into Syria and lock into
place Bashar Assad’s regime, which has
slaughtered the Syrian people, give the
Russians and Iranians a foothold in Da-
mascus through negotiations that they
could never have dreamed of a year
ago.

I ask Senator McCAIN, what do you
think the consequence would be of any
peace agreement as long as the Rus-
sians and Iranians are supporting
Assad and we are indifferent to the
Syrian opposition in terms of their
military needs?

Mr. McCAIN. I think it is very pos-
sible that the Secretary of State will
call another gathering in Geneva. After
all, this is only the third. He has an-
other year, and maybe we will have Ge-
neva IV and V.

Mr. GRAHAM. What leverage do we
have over Assad?

Mr. McCAIN. That is the point. There
is no leverage, I say to my colleague.
Meanwhile, while the Secretary of
State is pressuring the Free Syria
forces and threatening to cut off assist-
ance to them, Russia is escalating
their bombing campaign and continues
the slaughter of innocent people. Mean-
while, there are also enclaves around
Aleppo and other places where people
are literally starving to death—lit-
erally starving to death. There are pic-
tures, my friends, on the Internet, if
you would like to see it.

What does our Secretary of State do?
He calls Lavrov. He calls Lavrov and
complains. Lavrov, of course—it would
be very interesting to know what is
going through Mr. Lavrov’s mind—but
it is very clear that the Secretary of
State is a supplicant, and this incred-
ibly weak economy, with a brutal dic-
tator in charge, is now achieving goals
that have been age-old ambitions of the
Russians. They are now playing a
major role in the Middle East.

Mr. GRAHAM. I ask Senator McCCAIN,
may I read to you an exchange?

This is John Kerry 2 days ago:

“[Tlhere will be a ceasefire,” Kerry pre-
dicted Tuesday in Rome. ‘“We expect a
ceasefire. And we expect an adherence to the
ceasefire. And we expect full humanitarian
access.”

Two days later, the Russian bombing
hasn’t stopped and thousands of Syrians re-
main starving.

Not only has the Russian bombing
continued, Putin has sent in advanced
fighter jets to do the bombing.

Kerry said he was assured by the Russian
counterpart [Lavrov] the Russians would
stop bombing.

When asked, Lavrov said, ‘‘Russia’s
strikes will not cease. . . . I don’t see
why these air strikes should be
stopped.”

Whom is he talking to? The Russians
are telling John Kerry to his face: We
are going to keep bombing. John Kerry
keeps telling the world they are going
to stop bombing. In the meantime, Syr-
ians are being slaughtered and starved
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to death and we are fiddling while
Syria burns.

Mr. McCCAIN. I want to mention one
other aspect of this with my colleague,
and that is the refugee issue.

It is surprising to many people in the
world, this flood of millions of refu-
gees, not just from Iraq and Syria but
Iraq and even as far away as Afghani-
stan. Our European friends have treat-
ed it like maybe it was an earthquake
or flood or natural disaster. It was not
a natural disaster. It was a natural oc-
currence when the situation became so
terrible that people believed they
couldn’t stay and live where they were.

Why did that happen? Because we
watched the Russians, Bashar Assad,
Hezbollah, and the Iranian Revolu-
tionary Guard—we watched them com-
mit all of this slaughter in Syria. No
one can live in Syria today without
fear for their very lives, unless they
happen to be one of Bashar Assad’s al-
lies.

So now we have this huge refugee im-
migration crisis, which sooner or later
we are going to have to be involved in,
in some way or another, and it is a re-
sult of the failed policies of this Presi-
dent of the United States.

This President sat by and watched
the chemical weapons use. This Presi-
dent refused to keep a sustaining force
in Iraq. This President, when asked by
his Secretary of State, his Secretary of
Defense, and the head of the CIA to
provide a safe zone turned it down. I
still say to my colleague—and I would
be interested in his views—that we still
could establish a safe zone in Syria,
where these people could go, we could
protect them, and they wouldn’t have
to leave and flood Europe and eventu-
ally try to come to the United States
of America.

That would be the best thing we
could do in the short term, and this
President refuses to do it.

Mr. GRAHAM. Well, let’s get a little
closer to the region. JOHN MCCAIN and
LINDSEY GRAHAM have been saying for 3
years now that if we don’t end the war
in Syria—which means requiring the
Islamic State, or ISIL, to be destroyed
with a ground component and not by
the air alone—we are going to get hit
here at home and a Paris-style attack
is coming our way. This strategy to de-
stroy ISIL will never work. President
Obama is trying to pass it on to the
next the President. We have been beg-
ging the President to change his strat-
egy in Iraq and Syria before we get hit
here at home.

Another casualty of the war in Syria
is the neighborhood itself. There are
more Syrian children going to primary
schools in Lebanon than Lebanese chil-
dren. Our friends in Lebanon are being
overrun by Syrian refugees because of
the Hell-on-Earth nature of Syria.

But one of our best allies in the en-
tire world is the King of Jordan. Let
me tell you what he has experienced as
a result of us as a nation allowing
Syria to fall completely apart. This
was yesterday:
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The leader of a key U.S. ally in the Middle
East warned Tuesday that his country [Jor-
dan] is so packed with Syrian refugees, many
with ties to the Islamic State terror group,
that his nation has reached a ‘‘boiling
point.”

Sooner or later, I think, the dam is going
to burst.

The bottom line is I have been saying
this for 2 years now, along with Sen-
ator McCAIN: If you don’t end this war
in Syria, one of the victims is going to
be the King of Jordan. And the King of
Jordan says that our welcoming nature
has to come to an end.

Here is the lay of the land. Jordan
cannot take any more. Lebanon is
overrun. The Europeans are pushing
back, and you are going to create a
process where people in Syria have no
place to go unless we help them. They
are going to be slaughtered. They are
in between ISIL and Assad. What we
are suggesting is to create a safe haven
inside of Syria where they can go with-
out being killed, raped, and murdered
so they don’t have to go to Lebanon,
Jordan, Europe or the United States.

If John Kerry and Barack Obama do
not change their approach to Syria,
Syria is going to be the catalyst for a
meltdown in the Middle East. Their ap-
proach is going to allow the Iranians to
control Damascus. Any deal done in
Geneva under these circumstances is
going to have one certain outcome: The
Russians and the Iranians are going to
win, and the Syrian people are going to
lose. If we don’t destroy the caliphate
with a ground component soon—not
just from the air—we are going to get
hit here at home. The center of the ca-
liphate is in Syria. If we don’t bring
this war to an end soon by getting rid
of ISIL and Assad—which would re-
quire both to end the war—Lebanon
and Jordan are going to fall.

So to the Obama administration,
when you were Senators, you really
took it to President Bush. He made his
fair share of mistakes, but at least he
corrected them. Senator Obama and
Senator Kerry both opposed the surge
in Iraq.

On President Obama’s watch, he was
handed an Iraq that was becoming se-
cure and that was on a glidepath to
stability, and he chose to withdraw all
of our troops—against sound military
advice—to fulfill a political promise.
Three years ago, at the urging of Sen-
ator McCAIN and myself, we had Bashar
al-Assad on the ropes. His entire na-
tional security team advised President
Obama to arm the Free Syrian Army
while they were intact. That would
have been the end of Assad, and Syria
would be in the process of healing
itself. But President Obama said no to
his entire national security team. He
drew a redline against Assad a couple
of years ago and said: If you use chem-
ical weapons, I will act. Assad used
chemical weapons, and nothing of con-
sequence happened. Assad is still in
power. He will be in power when Obama
leaves.

In the meantime, Russia has intro-
duced itself in the Middle East unlike
at any time since the early 1970s.
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Now the Iranians are on the ground,
fully behind Assad. The balance of
power has shifted. Assad is in a good
place. The Syrian people are in a lousy,
terrible, horrible place. John Kerry and
Barack Obama’s foreign policy is in
free fall.

I will make a prediction—and I hope
I am wrong—that if they don’t change
their policies toward Syria, the region
is going to have an imbalance that we
have never seen in our lifetime. An at-
tack against this homeland is coming.
It is coming from Syria. It is being
planned as I speak. We didn’t know ex-
actly what they were trying to do be-
fore 9/11, but we were worried that we
were going to get attacked by Al
Qaeda.

I can tell you exactly where the at-
tack is coming from. It is coming from
Raqqa, Syria. It is being planned while
I speak. Every day the caliphate is al-
lowed to exist is another day of danger
and peril for the United States.

So if President Obama and John
Kerry do not change their policies to
destroy the caliphate sooner rather
than later, we will be hit here at home.
If we don’t get Syria in a better spot
soon, Jordan and Lebanon are going to
be victims of this war.

To Senator McCAIN, I just wish to
end with that thought.

Mr. McCAIN. Let me make a couple
of additional points and then we will
yield the floor.

To go back, these refugees are put-
ting a strain on Europe that may basi-
cally lead to the dissolution of the Eu-
ropean Union. You cannot have so
many thousands—tens of thousands or
more people—flood into a country with
which they are totally unfamiliar with-
out there being some problems there.
So the very fabric of the EU may be
tested here.

But one of the things I want to men-
tion to my friend is that the apologists
for the Obama Administration have
constantly and persistently pursued a
dishonest line of interpretation of his-
tory, and that is that after the surge
was won—and it is a fact—at great sac-
rifice, at enormous sacrifice we had
Iraq stable. The attacks were down.
The Shiite militias were repressed. The
battle of Fallujah had been won at
great cost. There was a bright future
that could lie ahead for Iraq, but it re-
quired a continuing American pres-
ence. That was an absolute necessity.
It was the same reason why we didn’t
leave Korea after the Korean war, the
same reason why we haven’t left Bos-
nia, and the same reason why we didn’t
leave Germany or Japan.

But the apologists in the liberal
media—and we all know who they are—
are saying: Oh, they couldn’t stay be-
cause they didn’t have a status of
forces agreement through the Iraqi
Parliament and it couldn’t be done.
That absolutely made it impossible for
us to say.

Mr. GRAHAM. If I may, could I inter-
ject?

Mr. McCAIN. Yes.
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Mr. GRAHAM. We couldn’t have
troops on the ground because Iraqis
said no. Do we have troops on the
ground today, I ask Senator MCCAIN?

Mr. McCAIN. That is the point. Now
we have at least 3,500 troops on the
ground in Iraq.

Mr. GRAHAM. Where is the Par-
liament?

Mr. McCAIN. We don’t have a status
of forces agreement. Their Parliament
has not endorsed it. Where are our lib-
eral friends on the other side? Aren’t
they concerned that there isn’t a sta-
tus of forces agreement and we con-
tinue to incrementally—a classic ex-
ample of mission creep—gradually in-
crease our presence more and more.

Actually—and I don’t use this line
very often but these apologists, par-
ticularly in the liberal media, the so-
called commentators—they are lying.
They are lying when they say that we
couldn’t keep a sustaining force there.
We could, and we could have done it
without the approval of their Par-
liament, including the fact that we
have troops in a number of other coun-
tries where their Parliaments haven’t
approved a specific status of forces
agreement. So it is really aggravating.

But the reason why they tell this lie
is because if it were really a fact that
at great sacrifice we had stabilized Iraq
and it had a bright future at that time,
their calls for a complete withdrawal
and the President’s announcement that
the last combat soldier had left Iraq—
remember that? Remember that one of
his underlings said: We are leaving be-
hind the most stable, prosperous,
democratic Iraq in history. That was
the statement. I think it was Blinken
or one of those guys. It was great.

We have gotten everybody out of
Iraq, just as the President promised
when he ran for President of the United
States. But leading from behind
doesn’t work. Just because you leave a
conflict, that does not mean the con-
flict is over.

Again, this morning, they are trying
to make that same mistake in Afghani-
stan, although I pray they have learned
that they cannot go to what the Presi-
dent originally announced—that they
would go to an embassy specific force
of about 1,000. The question is how
many and what their missions will be.

So I think it is important to empha-
size that this did not have to happen. If
we had kept that stabilizing force be-
hind, you would never have had
Baghdadi break off from Al Qaeda and
move to Syria and seeing the things we
are seeing today.

I am afraid my friend from South
Carolina is right. In fact, I know he is
right. There will be further attacks on
the United States of America and Eu-
rope because it is inevitable. When Mr.
Baghdadi controls a large piece of ge-
ography from which he can train,
equip, motivate, and send people out to
commit acts of terror, that will hap-
pen, and the responsibility will lay at
the doorstep of Barack Obama and his
minions.
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Mr. GRAHAM. If I could, just to wrap
this up, I wish we were wrong. When
the President decided to withdraw all
troops from Iraq against sound mili-
tary advice, we cautioned—literally
begged—the President and the Vice
President. We went to Baghdad itself
to try to help with this problem. I re-
member saying that I think all hell
will break loose because this is so irre-
sponsible. Iraq is in a good spot, but if
we leave now, it will all fall apart. I
hope I am wrong. Well, we weren’t
wrong.

When the Syrian people took to the
streets to demand more freedom and
our response was to ignore their plea,
when the people of Iran went to the
streets and the Ayatollah shot them
down and our President said that he
didn’t want to discuss negotiations
with the regime, when Assad had his
back to the wall and President Obama
declined to take good advice to arm
the Free Syrian Army and the people
of Syria to get rid of their dictator, all
the things that Senator MCCAIN and I
have predicted have come true.

The point of being here today is that
the worst is yet to come and, God, I
hope I am wrong because this is what I
think is going to happen. I think there
is going to be an attack on our country
that is being planned as I speak, com-
ing from Syria. If we went on the
ground in the region—not 100,000 U.S.
troops but mostly people from the re-
gion with some of us—we could destroy
the caliphate and we could disrupt
their plans against our homeland, but
we are not doing that.

If we don’t change our strategy re-
garding Syria, we are going to lose one
of the best allies America has ever had,
and that is the Kingdom of Jordan, be-
cause it is being overrun by refugees.
The whole seam of the Middle East is
splitting wide open.

I will say this. Everybody makes mis-
takes—Bush, LINDSEY GRAHAM, and
JOHN McCCAIN. The key is to adjust. The
problem I have with this administra-
tion is that they seem unable and un-
willing to adjust. If they don’t change
their strategy, we are all going to re-
gret it. As bad as it is today, the worst
is yet to come.

Mr. McCAIN. Could I just add one
other point to my friend from South
Carolina?

The President is very good at setting
up straw men. He says that we only
have two choices—to send in a couple
of hundred thousand troops or to do
nothing. Neither LINDSEY GRAHAM or 1
or any smart person I know are advo-
cating that.

What we are advocating is about a
10,000 American force providing the ca-
pabilities of ISR training, forward air
controllers and others, with a large
contingent of Arab countries that
would then move to Raqgqa on the
ground with the use of American air
power.

Please do not be fooled by this con-
stant barrage of untruths that are
being said about those of us that we
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want to send in hundreds of thousands.
We do not. This has to be an Arab coa-
lition with the United States a small
part of it, and, by the way, have them
pay for it as well. With the proper
American leadership and commitment
and credibility, which is totally absent
now in the region, that could be done.
Otherwise, we will fight them there or
we will fight them here.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs-
SIDY). The senior Senator from
Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed in morn-
ing business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
PRESCRIPTION DRUG ABUSE

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I had
planned to be in the Senate Judiciary
Committee today, debating and push-
ing for passage of the Comprehensive
Addiction and Recovery Act, or CARA.
Unfortunately, the markup was post-
poned. I wish it had not been. So I hope
next week we can make progress on
this important bill. We have a need for
this legislation, and we also need the
money for it. Senator SHAHEEN has an
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions bill. These are actually both ur-
gent matters.

States such as mine, Vermont, and
our neighboring State of New Hamp-
shire have been deeply affected by this
wave of addiction. The media has cov-
ered this very personal and ravaging
epidemic as never before. We have seen
a transformation in how we talk about
this issue and the need for solutions. It
used to be that if you had a drug prob-
lem, they would bring in the police to
straighten it out. We have removed the
stigma of drug addiction, but we need
more than talk. I have visited many of
these communities. They are dev-
astated by this epidemic and need re-
sources for prevention and treatment.
It is time for Congress to act.

For years I have been convening field
hearings and sitting at kitchen tables,
listening to Vermonters discuss inno-
vative approaches to confront drug
abuse and related crimes. I have also
sat at kitchen tables and listened to
tragic stories about a member of the
family who had been hit with opioid
addiction. What I have heard in the
meetings I have had with the police,
doctors, family members, faith commu-
nity, and educators is that we cannot
arrest or jail our way out of this prob-
lem. We have lost the war on drugs—if
we were ever winning it—because we
relied primarily on unnecessarily harsh
sentencing laws.

I spent 8 years in law enforcement,
and I know that law enforcement prac-
tices will always play an important
role. That is why I have worked to se-
cure funding for State-led, anti-heroin
task forces. But if we want to find last-
ing solutions to these problems, we
have to identify and support effective
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prevention, treatment, and recovery
programs. CARA does just that. This
legislation would support innovative,
evidence-based solutions—best prac-
tices that are already showing great
progress in States like mine.

We need to do all we can to prevent
and treat the abuse of prescription
opioids. I have pushed for years to have
the FDA promote safer alternatives to
powerful prescription pain killers and
to remove from the market the older,
less safe drugs. The FDA’s announce-
ment to expand access to abuse-deter-
rent formulations of these powerful
drugs is a step in the right direction in
response to my concerns, but the FDA
can and must do more.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD the
April 28, 2014, Leahy-Blumenthal letter
to the FDA Commissioner.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
Washington, DC, April 28, 2014.
Hon. MARGARET A. HAMBURG,
Commissioner, Food and Drug Administration,
Silver Spring, MD.

DEAR COMMISSIONER HAMBURG: We are writ-
ing to urge the expedited review of New Drug
Applications for abuse-deterrent formula-
tions of single-entity hydrocodone products.
Zohydro ER was the first pure hydrocodone
product to receive FDA market approval.
The drug was approved despite lacking any
abuse-deterrent properties and over strong
objections from the FDA’s own independent
advisory committee. We share the concerns
of the many governors and state attorneys
general who believe this powerful drug is all
but certain to exacerbate our nation’s addic-
tion to opioid analgesics, which results in
tens of thousands of overdose deaths each
year.

Given their potency and ease of abuse, we
have little doubt that pure opioid products
may lead more Americans to addiction, some
even to heroin. The FDA has already recog-
nized the heightened risks of overdose and
death with Zohydro ER, even at rec-
ommended doses. Drug developers continue
to seek regulatory approval for other easy to
abuse opioids, such as Moxduo IR. To the ex-
tent that pure opioid products fill a nec-
essary niche in responsible pain management
practices, the FDA must now take all avail-
able measures to ensure that patients are
soon provided safer alternatives. This proc-
ess begins by prioritizing review of abuse-de-
terrent formulations. Such formulations are
much more difficult to crush or dissolve, two
preferred methods of abuse.

As safer, abuse-deterrent opioids are ap-
proved, the FDA should act swiftly to re-
move any older, less safe versions. In the
past, it has taken up to three years for the
FDA to ban products that lack abuse-deter-
rent properties when a safer equivalent ex-
ists. Americans should not have to wait this
long with Zohydro ER.

We also request that the FDA brief our
staff on your plans to monitor the use of
Zohydro ER, including what metrics will be
used to potentially reevaluate its status as
an approved drug if widespread problems de-
velop. We also ask that you share your
planned efforts to curb prescription drug
abuse generally, including the development
and approval of effective non-opioid pain-
killers that may finally break the cycle of
opioid addiction. Each year, the opioid epi-
demic seeps into more communities and
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takes more lives. We are eager to learn how
we can assist the FDA to finally get ahead of
this scourge.

Thank you for your prompt attention to
this matter. We look forward to hearing
from you.

Sincerely,
RICHARD BLUMENTHAL,
U.S. Senator.
PATRICK J. LEAHY,
U.S. Senator.

Mr. LEAHY. I am also concerned
that rural communities are in des-
perate need of the lifesaving drug
naloxone so that opioid overdoses can
be stopped. I have heard from law en-
forcement officers and grateful fami-
lies what a miracle this drug can be, so
we need to make sure we have it sup-
plied where it can literally save lives. I
have had police officers tell me that
they arrived at a scene with an over-
dose, and because they had that with
them, they saved the life of the person.
If they had not had it, the person would
have been dead by the time the ambu-
lance arrived.

In Vermont, we have seen a 65 per-
cent increase in the number of
Vermonters getting treatment for their
addiction over the past 2 years. This is
encouraging progress and reflects the
fact that our Governor and also State
legislators of both parties have stepped
up. But we know that there are hun-
dreds more who are on waiting lists,
and patients in the very rural corners
of my State travel hours just to get
their medication. We need to do more
about this real threat to our commu-
nities.

I am very proud to cosponsor Senator
SHAHEEN’S emergency supplemental ap-
propriations bill. I want to be able to
fund additional public health outreach,
treatment, recovery, and law enforce-
ment efforts. We have passed much
larger emergency supplemental bills to
address swine flu and Ebola. We passed
huge supplemental bills on Ebola when
we did not have a single case of Ebola
originate here in the United States. We
were worried about it coming in, but it
did not originate here. But here, we
have tens of thousands in the Presiding
Officer’s State, in my State, and in
every other State. We have to take the
health epidemic already in our commu-
nities just as seriously as we did those
diseases that did not originate on our
shores.

(The remarks of Mr. LEAHY and Mr.
FRANKEN pertaining to the introduc-
tion of S. 2506 are printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘Statements on Intro-
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.”’)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

———
WASTEFUL SPENDING

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, this is the
first week of February, and a new
month brings a new ‘“‘Waste of the
Week” speech from the Senator from
Indiana. In preparing for this, we
learned another disturbing fact about
our economy, and that is that the
United States has hit yet another new
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mark. Our national debt now exceeds
$19 trillion.

It wasn’t that long ago that I was
standing on this floor and talking
about the fact that we are approaching
$11 trillion of debt, and in just a few
years that has accelerated in a most
dramatic way. Now it has reached $19
trillion. Obviously, it is having and it
is going to have a significant impact on
the future of this country and our eco-
nomic growth. In fact, the Bureau of
Economic Analysis said that our Na-
tion’s gross domestic product—the
measure of our Nation’s economic ac-
tivity—grew a very anemic 0.7 percent
in the last quarter of 2015. We simply
cannot sustain our economy and grow
and provide economic opportunity for
Americans and jobs for Americans at a
growth rate of 0.7 percent. In fact, the
growth rate on the average is now
about 2 percent. We can’t even keep
our heads above water in terms of pro-
viding employment opportunities for
people if we don’t grow at a much fast-
er pace, particularly following one of
deepest and most damaging recessions
we have ever had.

Clearly there are issues that need to
be addressed, issues that need to be
talked about, and actions that need to
be taken that put us on a better path
to growth. Not having come up with
the ability to address our long-term
debt in any kind of a macro sense after
many opportunities over the years and
many efforts—some of them bipartisan
and all of them denied by the President
of the United States in terms of going
forward for ‘‘political reasons’—I have
shifted my talk to, say, at least let’s
try to stop spending money that falls
in the category of waste, fraud, and
abuse.

I have documented over the last year
or so well over $130 billion of docu-
mented waste, fraud, and abuse. This
isn’t just conjuring up some story or
picking up stories out of a newspaper;
these are documented examples by
independent agencies of the Federal
Government that examine our spending
and come up with ways in which they
can point out that the spending is not
necessary and that these funds can be
used for much better purposes, the best
purpose of which would be to not in-
crease our national debt in paying for
waste and not demanding ever-more
tax increases from our constituents to
help pay for waste.

This week I am going to highlight
something that wastes taxpayers’
money and literally wastes space,
warehouse space. The Department of
Homeland Security owns or leases a
number of warehouses around the
country. They need this because they
need to have in place the equipment
that is necessary to address a disaster.
Whether it is a natural or manmade
disaster or whether it is a terrorist at-
tack—for whatever reason, they need a
number of these warehouses. They ei-
ther buy or lease these warehouses to
store this equipment that is needed for
emergency situations.
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In 2013 the Department of Homeland
Security spent $60 million to own or
lease a total of 1,628 warehouses that,
when added together, occupy 6.3 mil-
lion square feet. That is a lot of leased
space. That is a lot of space to own or
lease to store equipment. That is the
size of 110 football fields.

No one is questioning the need to be
prepared for disasters or the need for
warehouse space in different locations
around the country, but, as is the case
with so many government agencies, in
the use of taxpayer dollars, we need to
oversee and make sure the money is
being spent in an efficient and effective
way.

Thank goodness for these inspectors
general. Without them, we would not
be able to determine and find out what
is going on at these various agencies
regarding the handling of taxpayer
money.

The latest report from the DHS in-
spector general said that there are
some warehouses that are ripe for
elimination, which would save tax-
payers about $9.7 million over a 10-year
period of time. The inspector general
said that the first of these buildings
holds primarily a bunch of broken
chairs—unused furniture. It is storage
space for paperwork that is no longer
necessary—and indicated that the DHS
leases this warehouse in Northern Vir-
ginia for $934,000 a year. I wish I owned
that warehouse. I would be prohibited
under the ethics code from doing that,
but that is a pretty good deal. You
build a warehouse and you lease it to
DHS and charge them $934,000 a year,
and it is filled with equipment that is
either broken or needs to be thrown
out. In a macro sense, it kind of re-
minds me of my garage. I started
thinking, well, there is a bunch of bro-
ken stuff in there sitting around on a
shelf. Why don’t I just get rid of it?
Then I would have the space to store
something that is needed.

I guess what the Inspector General is
saying is, look, this stuff looks like a
bunch of broken chairs and stuff we
don’t need, so why don’t we get rid of
it and save the taxpayers some money?
Over the next decade, this could save
the taxpayers a lot of money.

Let me show another picture. DHS
also leases a 6,500-square-foot ware-
house in Northern California. That is
only $74,000 of taxpayers’ money on an
annual basis. The warehouse is vir-
tually empty. Maybe they have a plan
to put something in there, but it is sit-
ting there empty, and it is costing the
taxpayers $74,000.

The IG said: There are some old com-
puters there which we don’t use any-
more. We bought new ones. There is a
lot of broken equipment in there.
There is old office furniture, and there
are some books.

Again, it sounds a little bit like my
garage on a macro basis. Why do we
pay over $70,000 to lease this warehouse
when that is what it contains? I mean,
let’s throw it out.

These are just a few of the items the
IG found. Clearly, though, it is an ex-
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ample of an inefficient use of taxpayer
dollars, and it can add up to some sig-
nificant numbers. Those numbers, as I
have been posting here over the last
year or so, are now totaling
$130,146,746,016. It is a waste of a lot of
money, and it is a waste that needn’t
take place.

I am going to keep coming down here
week after week highlighting to my
colleagues that we can do a better job
of oversight, we can do a better job of
running this government, and we can
do a better job for the taxpayers, who
are working hard to earn money that is
taxed by Uncle Sam. Some of it is
wasted or spent through fraud or abuse.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I come to
the floor today to talk about our rela-
tions with Iran and the enforcement of
the U.S.-Iran—the international nu-
clear deal.

Let me first start with a few observa-
tions to reinforce an important point:
that Iran is neither our friend nor our
ally. Just last Wednesday, as the inter-
national community marked the T71st
anniversary of the liberation of Ausch-
witz as part of UNESCO’s Holocaust
Remembrance Day, when countries
from around the world came together
in solemn remembrance of the Shoah,
united in a shared commitment that
the atrocities of the Holocaust must
never happen again, Iran’s Supreme
Leader, Ayatollah Khamenei, issued a
very different proclamation. It came in
the form of a video uploaded to his offi-
cial Web site in which the narrator
condemns the nations of the world for
supporting Israel and questions the le-
gitimacy and magnitude of the Holo-
caust.

Just a few days later, the Supreme
Leader of Iran awarded medals to the
members of the Revolutionary Guard
Corps who detained American sailors
last month under very dubious cir-
cumstances. The Iranian Supreme
Leader, eager to use this incident for
his own propaganda purposes, called
them Medals of Conquest.

These two actions are despicable and
not the sign of a nation ready to rejoin
the international community. These
actions by Iran’s Supreme Leader are
just the most recent in a series of
provocations and reminders that the
Iranian regime is neither Americas’s
ally nor friend.

A nation such as Iran that continues
to suppress dissent, promotes terrorism
on its regional neighbors, and bla-
tantly disregards international law and
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norms, is a destabilizing force, a revo-
lutionary regime not to be trusted. It
is precisely for this reason—because we
are deeply distrustful of Iran and its
intentions—that we have to come to-
gether to rigorously, aggressively en-
force the terms of t